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Jones was argued this term before the Lord Chief Justice and 
Waicut, Kenvepy, Dartine, and JJ. The judg- 
ment was delivered orally by the Lord Chief Justice, and in the 
absence of the other four learned judges. It must, of course, be 
taken that all five had discussed the case, and had arrived at 
unanimity as to what the decision should be. But can a 
judgment which the four junior members of the court had 
never heard be taken as the judgment of the whole court ? 
Unanimity as to the decision itself does not carry with it 
agreement with every observation contained in the judgment of 
a single member of the court. Here the junior judges had no 
aw of correcting any slip (if such there be) in the 
Judgment of their chief, or of adding any explanatory observa- 
tions of their own. The words of the statute are clear, and, 
with very great respect, it is submitted that a judgment given 
in this way is not given in exercise of the jurisdiction which 
Parliament has conferred on “‘ five or more judges.” 





Ir woutp undoubtedly have been useful had the case of 
Moult v. Halliday decided the point for which the plaintiff con- 
tended—namely, that in the case of the hiring of a domestic 
servant either party is at liberty to terminate the service at the 
end of the first month by notice given within the first fortnight ; 
but, under the circumstances of the appeal to the Divisional 
Court, it was impossible for the existence of the alleged custom 
to this effect to be determined. The plaintiff entered the 
service of the defendant as housemaid on the Ist of March, and 
on the 12th of March gave notice to leave on the Ist of April. 
The plaintiff left accordingly on the last-named date, but the 
defendant claimed to be entitled to a month’s notice, and refused 
to pay the plaintiff her month’s wages. For these the latter 
sued in the ‘Westminster County Court. Ordinarily the contract 
between the master and a domestic servant is a contract to serve 
for a year, the contract to be determined by a month’s notice 
or by payment of a rionth’s wages ( per Parxe, B., in Turner v. 
Mason, 14 M. & W., p. 116). Upon this contract the further 
term allowing special notice to be given for the termination of 
the contract at the end of the first month can, of course, be 
grafted by custom, but the question whether or no such a 
custom exists is one of fact, to be determined in a county court 
case by the judge of the county court, and in the present case 
the judge decided against the custom. Since he had done so 
there was no possibility of altering the result, and the Divisional 
Oourt.(Hawxivs and Cuannett, JJ.) confined themselves to 
observing that the custom was reasonable, and that, on the 
evidence before him, the county court judge might very well 
have found that it existed, Probably not a few judges would 
have been willing to have arrived at this conclusion upon their 
own éxtra-judicial knowledge. We should have said that ths 
possibility of settling at the end of the first fortnight whether 

service was to continue beyond the month was an accepted 
axiom in every household. But custom is a matter of slow 
growth, and, so far, this addition to the ordinary contract of 
service must be regarded as unproved. 





A cuntovs point as to the validity of a notice of dishonour of 

a bill of exchange arose in Fielding y. Corrie (ante, p. 45). The 
ering sued as indorsees and holders of a bill of exchange 
ue on Saturday, the 10th of November, 1894, and one of the 
defendants, Mrs. Epwanps, was sued as indorser of the bill to 
the plaintiffs. Just before maturity, the bill was paid in by the 
plaintiffs to the Cardiff branch of the County of Gloucester Bank ; 
was sent by the bank to their agents, the London and Westmin- 
ster Bank, and was by the latter bank presented at the National 
Provincial Bank of England, where it was payable, The bill 
was dishonoured, and on the 12th of November the London and 
Westminster Bank gave notice of dishonour to the County of 
Gloucester Bank, but by mistake the notice was addressed to 
the Cirencester branch of the bank and not the Cardiff branch. 
On the morning of the 13th the mistake was found out, and 
notice was sent by telegraph to the Cardiff branch. The Cardiff 
branch then duly gave notice to the plaintiffs and the plaintiffs 
to the defendant. The defendant alleged, however, that there 


which broke the continuity of the chain of notice, and 
consequently that her liab iy as indorser was di 

Under section 49 of the Bills of Exchange Act, the 
notice is not in time unless, where the persons giving and 
receiving the notice reside in different places, it is sent off on 
the day after the dishonour of the bill. Hence, if no notice was 
sent by the London and Westminster Bank on the 12th, this 
requirement was not fulfilled, and the defendant was right in 
her contention. Since the Cirencester and Cardiff branches 
of the County of Gloucester Bank could not for the purpose of 
receiving the notice be treated as identical, there was in fact 
no notice sent on the 12th, and on the strict reading of the 
statute, the defendant was right. This view was adopted by 
Oottins, L.J., who did not admit that the telegram of the 13th 
could cure the omission to send off the notice on the 12th. The 
majority of the court (A. L. Swrrn and Riesy, L.JJ.), however, 
treated the sending of the two notices, the first by letter and the 
second by telegram, as one continuous act, so that the error in 
the letter was cured by the telegram. Substantially, of course, 
this is right, since in the result there was no actual delay; but 
it is difficult to see how a letter which was sent to the wrong 
persons, and therefore was ineffectual, was entitled to be 
regarded at all. The actual notice was the telegram, and that 
was not sent off within the statutory time. It is important to 
maintain the principle of sending notices of dishonour without 
delay, but a little more elasticity in the Bills of Exchange Act 
—_ avoid the necessity for such a questionable straining of 
the law. 





Can 4 court acquire jurisdiction by prescription? Ever since 
the Compenten ( Winking-2p) Act, 1890, the Chancery Division 
has never hesitated to alter a memorandum of association or to 
reduce the capital of a company. And yet these applications 
are expressly directed to be made to the court which has juris- 
diction to make an order for winding up the company. In 2 
Islington and General Electric Supply (86 Soxicrrors’ Journat, 
487; 1892, W. N. 81) Onrrry, J., with the concurrence of 
Nort, Srreuiwe, and Kexewicn, JJ., held that the jurisdiction 
was unaffected by the Winding-up Act, 1890, as the transfer 
order of the 26th of March, 1892, only operated on a particular 
portion of the High Oourt’s jurisdiction, and left the rest un- 
touched. He held that the order did not apply to petitions for 
reduction of capital or to applications under the Memorandum 
of Association Act, 1890. Now, the only jurisdiction of the 
Winding-up Court being derived under the Winding-up Act 
ani Order, it would seem that the bape i Court could 
veither alter a memorandum nor reduce capital. In Re Mining 
Shares Investment Co. (41 W. R. 876; 1893, 2 Oh. 660) and Re 
Ocean Queen Steamship Co, (1b. 570; 1b, 666) VavaHan WILLIAMS, 
J., decided, after an elaborate argument, that the Winding-up 
Court could do both, but refrained from expressing any opinion 
on the powers of the Chancery Division. Under the Winding-up 
Act the High Court has jurisdiction to wind up companies, but 
the jurisdiction is to be exercised, either by such judge or judges 
of the Chancery Division of the High Oourt as the Lord Ohan- 
cellor may assign to exercise that jurisdiction, or by the judge 
who for the time being exercises the bankruptcy jurisdiction of 
the High Court. The decisions are difficult to reconcile. The 
same point arises on an application to restore to the register 
under the Companies Act, 1880. The application must 
be made to “the superior court in which the company is 
liable to be wound up.” In Re City Lands Investment Corpora- 
tion (Nov. 20) such an application was made to Norrn, J., and 
was assented to by the registrar. No authorities were cited. 
Nozrs, J., raised the question of jurisdiction, but on learning 
that it was the common practice to eply in the Chancery 
Division; that there was an unre ecision affirming the 
jurisdiction, and no decision to the contrary, he made the order. 
On the 27th of November the same learned judge made 4 
similar order in Re Mutual Investment Oo. without raising the 
question at all. In the absence of any argument or discussion 
on the point, these cases can hardly be regarded as deliberate 
decisions as to the question Bg ag So long as an 
application is unopposed no difficulty is likely to arise, but 
ould a hostile case arise in the Chancery Division, it is just 
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be overruled by the Court of ‘--- The jurisdiction would, 
at all events, be more clearly defined than it is at present. 





A CURIOUS QUESTION arises on @ point in the law of landlord 
and tenant which must have frequently occurred in practice, 
but upon which apparently no precise authority can be found. 
A. (a landlord) lets a house to B. (a tenant) for twenty-one 

ears determinable at the end of the seventh or fourteenth year 

y either party on six months’ notice. During the thirteenth 
year, B., erroneously supposing that his right to terminate the 
tenancy has arisen, gives a six months’ notice to A., who, 
equally under a mistake, accepts it. B. is permitted to go out, 
and A. putsa caretaker in the house, and attempts to let it. 
Shortly aftefwards, A. discovers that the notice was premature, 
and claims to hold B. to his covenants to repair and to pay 
rent, &c., down to the end of the fourteenth year, B. having 
meanwhile taken another house. It is clear that the notice was 
invalid, and that the mere acceptance of it by the landlord is of 
no effect unless followed by some act amounting to a surrender 
of the tenancy by operation of law. It is equally clear that if 
A. and B., with full knowledge of the facts, het acted in the way 
above indicated there would have been a surrender of the 
tenancy; the principle being that where “the owner of a 

articular estate does an act the validity of which he is — 

m disputing, or which could not have been done i 
particular estate continued to exist, there the law says that the 
act itself amounts to a surrender” (Lyon v. Reed, 18 M. & W. 285). 
The question, therefore, would seem to be whether A. is 
estopped from denying the validity of his act—viz., the taking 
possession (which was certainly inconsistent with the continu- 
ance of the relation of landlord and tenant), or whether he can 
allege that he was acting under a mistake, and that B. was 
equally acting under the same mistake in going out. If, in the 
circumstances supposed, A. had let the house to another tenant, 
it would be clear that the former lease was surrendered, and B. 
would be estopped from denying that his notice was a good one ; 
and if this is so, it would apparently follow, inasmuch as 
estoppels are mutual, that A. is equally estopped from amples 
the validity of the notice after it been acted upon by both 
parties. On the other hand, where parties come to an agree- 
ment under a mutual mistake of fact, such an agreement will 
generally be set aside, even if the parties cannot be put in statu 
quo ; and it is equally the law that an act, such as acceptance of 
rent, which is generally unequivocal and gives rise to the pre- 
sumption of a tenancy, may be explained so as to rebut that 
presumption (see Doe v. Crago, 6 OC. B. 90). It is, however, 
submitted that the true conclusion in the present case is that, 
the act of taking possession being voluntarily done, although 
under a mistake, will operate as a surrender, upon the same 
principle upon which it has been held that if a tenant during 
the currency of his lease takes a new lease on disadvantageous 
terms, his old lease will be deemed to be surrendered. In other 

words, surrender takes place, according to the judgment in the 
case above mentioned of Lyon v. Reed, “‘ independently, and even 
in spite of, intention.” 


A conviction was lately obtained at’ the Kensington Petty 
Sessions against certain well-known refreshment contractors for 
selling spirits adulterated with water, contrary to the provisions 
of section 6 of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875. It was 
proved to the satisfaction of the justices that the offence was 
committed by servants of the defendants without the knowledge 
or connivance of the defendants, and inst their express 
orders, but it was held that this fact constituted no defence to 
the charge. It is hardly open to question that the magistrates 
came to a right conclusion, Apart from decisions of the courts, 
the Act of Parliament seems clear, and the Legislature appears 
to have deliberately intended that it should have the meaning 
put uponit by the judges. Sections 3 and 4 of the Act refer to 
the serious offences of deliberately mixing any injurious sub- 
stance with any food or drug, or selling any food or drug so 
mixed. With regard to these offences, it is expressly ed, 
Fp 5, that absence of knowledge shall be a defence. 

is proviso does not apply to section 6, which enacts that ‘‘no 


shall sell to the prejudice of the purchaser any article of 
ood or any drug which is not of the nature, 
uality of the article demanded 
See et ae ee ee 
section 5 expressly refers to eae 5 bo - 


Butts v, Armistead (96 'W.-R. 120, 20 Q. 
Betts v. Armiste . b 

¢ with selling bread containing alum was not excused by 
roof that he did not know of the presence of the 

read. This was followed in Paiy v. ot (38 W. R. 428, 
24 Q. B. D. 353) and in Brown v. L. T. st 
on the authority of the last-mentioned case that the 

justices based their decision. Brown wasa milk-seller, who was ; 
convicted of selling watered milk. The evidence shewed that 
his servant, contrary to his express orders, had scoretly added! 


the water in question, and had sold the milk in that adulterated ) 
condition without his master’s knowled The court, however, 
held that under these circumstances the conviction was right, 
and that a is bound, not only to abstain himself from 
selling adulterated but to see it is not sold by anyone 
on his behalf. There is, however, one recent case which, as 


is not in agreement with the other decisions. This is 
Rarley v. Tyler (65°L. T, 261), which was decided some six 
months before Brown v. Foot, but is not noticed in the latter case. 


the | In this case the defendants were convicted under section 6, 


their servant having infringed the Act without their knowledge, 
and apparently by mistake. The Court quashed this con- 
viction, one of reported to have said 


e learned judges i A 
that “there is a ihe ale of Food Act, 1875, which 
prevents the applicability of the ordinary law as regards the 
criminal liability of a master for his servant to cases under that 
Act.” The respondent in this case was not represented by 
counsel, and the cases mentioned a have 
been cited. It is submitted that the above-q observations 
(if correctly reported) are not reconcileable with the other de- 
cisions, and that this case was wrongly decided. 





A CORRESPONDENT draws our attention to the recent case 
EKlamborowski v. Cooke, before the Lord Chief Justice and: 
special jury, in which the plaintiff sued in 
contained in the i of claim in a county court action. 
ur correspondent suggests a claim is absolutely 
privileged, and refers to Odgers on Libel, 3rd ed., p. 216. The 
cases quoted by Mr. Onczrs am 
matters occurring in the 
privileged, and if it were 
possible for the — and t 
steps to state and prove their claims. With respect to plead- 
ings this appears hardly to have been é 
ties relate to cases where it has been questionable whether the 
statement was made in the course of a judicial proceeding (Lake 
v. King, 1 Wms. Saunds. 1315, note > Thus in B ¥. 
Wood (Oro. Eliz. 230, 248) @ and 
piracy contained in a bill in the t 
actionable, because over such matters that court had no juris- 





diction. On the other = Hare v. Mellers (3 Leon. - 

decided that no action lay defamatory expressions - 

tained in a bill in Chancery, although addressed directly to the 
y 


Sovereign. In recent times the rule was recognized 

B., in Proctor y. Webster (16 Q. B. D. 112), where it was held, how- 
ever, that a letter addressed to the Privy Council 
the conduct of an official whom the Council had power to 
was not a proceeding in the course of justice, and was action 
able. It might le Renee eee was less need to allow 
o see to gery than to pleadings, but even here the 
same rule tp though an 

and malicious, an the j 


z 
i 


from the 

affidavit as im ent and scandalous by an of a com- 
nt court (Kennedy v. Hilliard, 10 Ir. 0.1L. R. 195). Provided 
ey ihe count hee posiey © tehenele Gas aelen ta Aan tas 


pleading is made or the affidavit sworn, such documents come 





to secure the debt of another, the mortgagor can call upon the 
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within the rule that statements made in the due course of judicial 

ings are absolutely privileged. The fact that this point 
was not taken in Klamborowski v. Cooke is certainly not to be 
regarded as casting doubt upon the rule. 





THERE ARE many cases in which the law implies indemnities, 
in obedience to principles of justice (De Colyar on Guarantees, 
8rd ed., p. 59, and cases there cited). Thus it is a well-estab- 
lished general rule that whenever a person mortgages his estate 


debtor to indemnify him by exonerating the estate so mort- 
(Lee v. Rook, Mos. 318; Peirs v. Peirs, 1 Vos. 521). To 

is rule the case of a married woman joining with her husband 
in raising money by mortgage of her separate estate is no ex- 
ception, she being regarded, under such circumstances, as a 
mere surety for him, and therefore entitled to all the rights in- 
cident to that relation (Hudson v. Carmichael, Kay 613 ; Hunting- 
don v. Huntingdon, 2 Bro. P.C.1; Aguilar v. Aguilar, 5 Mad. 
414). It has, however, been recently held by Kexewicn, J., 
in Paget v. Paget (ante, p. 67), that where a wife’s life interest 
under a settlement has Sens made available for raising money 
to pay her husband’s debts by means of relief from the restraint 
on anticipation obtained by order made under section 39 of the 


} Conveyancing Act, 1881, the wife cannot compel the husband to 


indemnify her or her separate estate against her contributions 
towards payment of his debts. The ratio decidendi of the judg- 
ment seems to be that, as the order giving the relief prayed 
made no mention of an indemnity, therefore none could be im- 
plied and none could have been contemplated or intended by the 
married woman herself. Without venturing to quostion the 
accuracy of this decision, having regard to all the facts of the 
case, we would nevertheless suggest that the mere omission 
from the order of the court of any reference to an indemnity is 
by no means inconsistent with the notion of an implied in- 
demnity. On the contrary, it seems rather to favour the view 
that the court considered the indemnity implied by law to be 
sufficient, and therefore did not prescribe any other. 





Tue case of Zhe Glengyle, recently decided by Mr. Justice 
Banrves, is a good instance of foreign enterprize. The steamship 
Glengyle collided with the steamship Coronet in the Straits of 
Gibraltar, and, in a sinking condition, was salved by the steam- 
ships Hermes and Nerva. The Hermes belongs to the Neptune 
Salvage Company, of Stcckholm, and the Nerva to the Nordischer 
Bergungsverein, of Hamburg, two companies formed solely for 
the purpose of rendering salvage assistance to vessels in distress. 
It seems extraordinary that, with the amount of shipping sailing 
under the British flag, this class of salvage work should 
apparently be ia the hands of foreigners. It cannot altogether 
be an unprofitable undertaking, considering that Mr. Justice 
Barnes in this case awarded £19,000 to the owners, masters, 
aud crews of those two vessels, and the Admiralty Court is 
always liberal in its awards for services rendered by steamers 
pene | fitted for salvage purposes. The maintenance and 
establishment, said Barnzs, J., of salvage steamers such as the 
Hermes and the Nerva is for the general benefit of owners and 
underwriters, and others interested in sea-going vessels and 
their cargoes, and the crews and passengers of such ships, and 
must be liberally rewarded. The principle acted upon by the 
court is, not that of a quantum meruit, But of giving such an 
award as will encourage people to keep vessels of adequate size 
and dimensions ready to go out. Some day, perhaps, the 
constant encouragement held out by the Admiralty Court to 
this class of salvage will bear fruit, and we shall find salvage 
steamers own2d by British owners. 








We understand that Mr. Crackanthorpe, Q.C., will at the 
beginning of the new year confine himself to practising before the 
House of Lords and Privy Council, and to taking case business. 

We have received from Messrs. Partridge & Cooper, of 191 and 
192, Fleet-street and 2, Chancery-lane, specimens of several of their 
Diaries for 1898 in many different sizes, from the neat and convenient 
annual diary for general use to the quarto diary and the larger diary 
and call book. All are distinguished by good paper, clear printing, 


THE ORGANIZATION OF THE PROFESSION. 


A coop deal was said, and very well said—especially by the 
President—at the annual dinner of the Bradford Incorporated 
Law Society, as to the objects and utility of organizations of 
solicitors. The President, we are glad to observe, discarded the 
cant current in some quarters about the importance of these 
societies not putting forward the so-called selfish interests of 
solicitors. ‘They were,” he said, ‘‘men of a profession which 
could not be entered without hard labour and training, and with- 
out serious expense, and it would be unnatural if lawyers saw 
efforts being made, for some reason or other, to take the work 
which they had been declared qualified to perform out of their 
hands, and to place it in the hands of officials specially created 
for that purpose, and did not advocate their own interests, 
They had done so in the past, and it would be their duty to do 
so until they were satisfied that the change was not only neces- 
sary in the interests of the public, but was also, in all details, 
capable of being satisfactorily worked.” This declaration, 
which we hope represents the attitude of most of the country 
law societies, is especially welcome at the present time ; because 
in the future it is probable that the profession will have to look 
to these societies for the efficient protection of their interests 
from encroachments which the Government of the day or Parlia- 
ment may attempt to make. 

The Incorporated Law Society has done, and will continue to 
do, valuable work as regards the discipline of the profession, 
and its protection against interlopers other than Government 
officials or Parliament. But no one who has observed the 
course of recent events can doubt that, as regards the protection 
of the profession against the progress of officialism, the Central 
Society has ceased to be an efficient agency ; and it seems to us 
that the sooner this fact is recognised by the profession, the 
better it will be for their interests. 

We do not mean to impute blame to the council of the society ; 

the fact is the almost necessary (if unforeseen) result of the suc- 
cees which has attended measures taken by them with a sincere 
regard to the interests of the society. They thought it well 
to call in King Stork, and they now find (what perhaps they 
did not anticipate) that they must submit to his rule. They 
succeeded in getting their President for the time being placed 
on the Rule Committee, with the result that on any questions 
affecting the interests of the profession which come before that 
committee their mouths as a council are closed. They can 
only “‘ instruct” the President. But the President for the time 
being may be, either a man with strong opinions of his own and 
in a minority on the council on the particular question, or he 
may not be a self-assertive person, and may habitually allow 
himself to be ‘‘ snuffed out” by the masterful judicial members 
of the Rule Committee. It requires a good deal of courage 
to stand up to some of these members, and a year is a short 
time in which to learn how to deal with them. No sooner has 
a President attained some influence in the Rule Committee than 
he disappears, and is succeeded by a man who has all to learn 
over again. 
Bearing this in miud, anyone can compare for himself the 
present chance of success in resisting an encroachment on the 
privileges of the profession with that which existed before the 
recent change. Formerly we should have had an admirable 
report of the council, pointing out the evils of the proposed change, 
circulated among solicitors ; representations would have reached 
the Rule Committee from all parts of the kingdom ; the council of 
the Central Society would have brought all their influence to bear 
on the committee ; and as there is nothing the committee fears so 
much as a public agitation (see their course with regard to the 
Scottish question), the encroachment would have been promptly 
abandoned. 

But this is not the most serious of the recent changes. Dis- 
guise it as you like, the fact is that the Incorporated Law Society 
have become pensioners of the Government of the day. If they 
are in any way unruly as regards any measure on the passing 
of which the Government have set their minds, the continuance 
of the pension will be endangered; and its cessation would 
mean pecuniary difficulty to the Society. We do not mean to 
say, by any means, that this will prevent the council from acting 
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for the protection of the interests of the profession; but we 
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do say that it will inevitably dispose them to enter into some 
compromise which may not commend itself to the profession as 
the best which could have been obtained. We need not here 
refer in detail to the difference between the terms obtained 
by spirited country law societies with regard to a matter of 
the highest importance to the profession, and those which were 
meekly and joyfully accepted by the council of the Central 
Society. 

The moral is that there is more need at present than there 
ever was before for well organised and energetic country law 
societies, as well as for the organisation which knits them to- 

ther under the name of the Associated Provincial Law 

ieties. We should be glad to hear that this latter body was 
in a prosperous condition. 


COMPANIES WINDING UP DURING THE LEGAL 
YEAR 1896-1897. 
I, 


Unver Mr. Justice Vavenan Witx1Ams’ control the practice in 
the winding-up court and registry seems to have become fairly 
well settled. Some reported decisions of the year shew that 
certain supposed rules of company law are not quite sound. For 
instance, most lawyers, up till quite a recent date, believed the 
court would never order a company to be wound up on the 
ground that it was ‘‘just and equitable” that it should be 
wound up (the 5th head of section 79 of the Companies Act, 
1862), unless in a case ¢jusdem generis with those referred to in 
the preceding heads of the section. But this rule, which un- 
doubtedly is to be found in the earlier cases, has now been more 
or less whittled away. Mr. Justice Vavenan Wituiams, who 
delights in detecting a weak spot in an old Chancery case, had 
for some time been feeling his way towards upsetting this 
doctrine, and he received encouragement from what other 
judges said at the meetings of a recent committee. The learned 
udge’s decision in Re Thomas Edward Brinsmead § Sons (41 
eaten? JournNAL 12; 1897, 1 Ch. 45) was not exactly in 
accordance with the ejusdem generis doctrine. The affirming 
decision of the Court of Appeal (1897, 1 Ch. 406), although it 
is based on different grounds, recognized that the old construc- 
tion of ‘‘ just and equitable ” was a narrow one, and Mr. Justice 
Vavcnan Wits evidently did not consider that the Court of 

peal wished to perpetuate the old doctrine, for shortly after- 
wards he held that the desirability of having a scheme sanctioned 
under the Act of 1870 was enough to make it ‘just and equit- 
able” that the company should be wound up, although the 
a was only a creditor whose debt was payable at a 

ture time: Re Australian Joint-Stock Bank, 41 Soxicrrors’ 









Jovurnan 469, W. N., 1897, p. 48. Shorély afterwards the 
learned judge boldly declared that the 4 7 
doctrine mig yi ded, and hel that a complete 


jemttock as to B a company’s affairs was a 
good ground for a winding-up order: Re Satling Ship “‘ Kent- 
mere” Co., W. N., 1897, p. 58. In a recent edition of a well- 
known work the authors say: “It is to be 

qusdem generis principle was pushed so far in some of the earlier 
authorities, and, whatever reported cases may say, there is a 
strong inclination now to relax the rule”: Palmer’s Oo. Prec., 
vol. 2, 7th ed., p. 36. 

During Mr. Justice Vavenan Witt1ams’ absences on circuit 
Mr. Justice Byrwz occasionally undertook the winding-u 
business, and undoubtadly he gave great satisfaction by fol- 
lowing the lines of the practice as adopted when Sir R. Vavenan 
Wi11aMs was sitting. Mr. Justice Byzwx has neither gone back 
to the old practice nor ventured on experiments of his own. He 
certainly declined to follow Re Mont de Piété of England (37 

oLicrrors’ JournAL 48), in which an advertisement of a 
Sopa petition was allowed, although it omitted the final 

in the 
the other side of the leaf in the Queen’s Printers’ y after the 
a on which the form apparently ended, Mr. Justice Brrnz 
in Re Hille India Rubber Co. (W. N., 1897, 6) considered that 

le had had time now to learn all about the form, and 
ed to overlook the irregularity of omitting the final note. 


that the | alread 


rescribed form. But the final note was printed on | j 


hea Ate tg rd ens take warning by the rule of Mr. 
Justice Vaucnan Writtams, which has been adopted 
pena, Justice Brest in Ite Brighton Marese Pelee Pier Co. 

or 


(41 Soricrrors’ Journat 257; W. N., 1897, 12). 
contributories supporting the successful side 
usual order as to costs, be allowed they 
ave supeosented try See sine eS 0 ae ea ae 
or other litigant. The names of the supporters should be added 
to the brief for the petitioner or company as the case may be; 
but possibly the rule-‘may be easily evaded. 
In Re London Metallurgical Co. (45 W. R. 601; 1897, 2 Oh. 
262) the official receiver tackled an outside liquidator on the 
uestion of the costs of certain Mr. Justice 
auGcHAN Wituiams distinctly laid down what was already 
known to company lawyers—that there is no such office as 
“solicitor to the liquidator.” The liquidator commonly em- 
ploys a solicitor, with the sanction of the court or the committee 
of ins i business (see 
P 
tor C) 


ia ay of Gao Ceemnaien {Winding a 
ection 12 (4) of the Co: i ing- 1890), but 
he ia undex no personal lability fo the sollolinr dow’ cost,” ha 


he is under no 

case just cited shews clearly that obtaining the sanction of 
1) ) to the wy 
oes not free the 


the pags’ - prea gt ban gate Bey 
ing or defen 0 

liquidator from the obligation of obtaining sanction under 
section 12 (4) to the employment of a solicitor; that a sanction, 
though not obtained prior to the initiatory steps of a proceeding, 
justifies future steps to which the sanction has been ctislawte 
obtained ; and that the court will not, as a rule, though it has 
power to do so, give subsequent sanction to proceedings 
commenced before sanction to employ a particular solicitor, 
except in cases of urgency. 

The decision of A Court No. 1 in Minna Cras; ww 
Co. v. Chartered erat Bank Jing <5 a Mp 1 y ‘ 
460) is interesting as shewing j t in rem of a 
aliheagh the wiadins-aponteeoep snake beleeetin eaieaina 

0 the winding-u or was e before the i 
aaa were cae As to the effect when the “a 
are in personam, see Re Oriental Inland Steam Co. (22 W. R. 810, 
L. R. 9 Ch. 557). 

— sections 32 yee of the —— Act, ry mc mer 
ights of inspection o company’s are given to mem- 
seul a Section 156 provides that whore a compulaory 
winding-up or supervision has been made an order for 
inspection of the books by creditors and con 
pc age oe Seog and it a held that, ag eg a 
compu! winding up or one er supervision com- 
te the power of Legeiien, at any rate under section 43, 
is gone: Somerset v. Land Securities Co. (W.N. . 

hen the sheriff is in possession under an execution at the 
commencement of a winding up the court will order him to 
withdraw, the priority of the execution creditor being preserved : 
See Form 366 and the cases cited 2 Palmer, 6th ed., p. 306, 7th 
- aw ae Justice in Re gn ~— Co, 
(No. 2) (W. N., 1897, p. 20 is form ied it, 
in effect, in favour a ies aha te thet been 
i ion, simply lodged their writs of execution 
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The courts have recently had before them a 
which landlords, execution creditors, and others have claimed to 
have rights superi to hone of She. guaran oecrae of 


in p- In Croshaw vy. 
W. R. 570; 189 3 Oh. 150) pean Sennen nee 
obtained the appointment of a ver of the rents, profits, 
moneys receivable in respect of the company’s interest in a ship 
and her freight, bus belt Sitaraey Sere on, a winding-up 


order was made against the company. 
held, Sewing oe ee the order created 
no charge 8 





Solicitors who act for more than one of the parties appearing on 
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a receivership order would not have been the remody sought for. 
In an earlier case in the Court of Appeal (Levasseur v. Mason & 
Barry (Limited), 1891, 2 Q. B. 73) Lord Cotertpce says that a 
receivership order (in much the same form and also against 
chattels) ‘‘has been called a step or process of equitable execu- 
tion,” and proceeds to say: ‘‘I should say that it is an order 
which shews that, in the judgment of the court, the person 
obtaining it would be entitled to execution, but that from some 
legal impediment execution cannot be had. It ascertains that, 
but that for that legal impediment, the person who obtains it 
would be entitled to the money or subject-matter upon which the 
order is to operate.’ And Lord Esner says that when the 
difficulty is got over, the court orders the balance to be paid to 
the execution creditor, ‘‘and the moment that order is made it 
relates back, in my opinion, to the time when the receivership 
order was made, and the receivership order takes effect from 
that time.” And the words of Sir Epwarp Fry’s judgment go 
an equal length, for he says that in Chancery ‘an order for a 
receiver was only made in the event of the plaintiff proving a 
primd facie title to execution against the goods in question, and 
proving that primd facie title as of the day when the receiver 
was appointed.” When this case and the cases as to obtainin 
equitable execution as regards an interest in land are compar 
with Mr. Justice Srixtina’s decision, the propriety of that 
decision seems open to some doubt. 

The same learned judge again had to consider section 87 of 
the Companies Act, 1862, in Re Roundwood Colliery Co, (45 
W. R. 324; 1897, 1 Ch. 373). His decision--that a power of 
distress on premises adjoining those demised made a mining 
lease a bill of sale—was reversed on appeal; but his dictum— 
that the court will not, at the liquidator’s instance, restrain 
further proceedings under a distress levied on a company-lessee 
before winding up commences, but not completed by sale, unless 
there are special circumstances rendering the distress inequit- 
able—is untouched by the Court of Appeal, although apparently 
the court has jurisdiction in every oliling up to restrain further 
proceedings under a distress. This case also bears on the 
na of a receiver, for the Court of Appeal held that, as the 

was before winding up, and before a receiver was ‘“‘ effect- 
ively appointed” on behalf of the debenture-holders, it was 
good against them. The receiver appears to be “ effectively 
pointed” before he takes possession (see 1897, 1 Ch., pp. 
392, 393) ; and effective appointment would appear to be the 
time at which the security actually attaches. 


REVIEWS. 
THE ANNUAL PRACTICE. 


THE ANNUAL Practice, 1898. Brmnc A COLLECTION OF THE 
STATUTES, ORDERS, AND RULES RELATING TO THE GENERAL 
PRACTICE, PROCEDURE, AND JURISDICTION OF THE SUPREME 
Court. WirTH Nores, Forms, &c. By Tuomas Snow, M.A., 
Barrister-at-Law; CHARLES BuRNEY, B.A., a Master of the 
Supreme Court; and Francis A. STRINGER, of the Central Office, 
Royal Courts of Justice. IN Two Votumes. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited) ; Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The most noticeable fact about this edition of the Annual Practice 
is the increased bulk of Vol. II. Upon examination it proves to he 
due to the transfer to that volume of the tables of cases and of 
statutes which were formerly at the commencement of Vol.I. As 
these tables fill some 250 pages the change in the appearance of Vol. 
II. is at once accounted for. But we question greatly whether this 
change will tend to the convenience of the reader. Apart from this 
alteration, the volumes retain the arrangement witlr which the pro- 
fegsion has become familiar, and the editors refrain, perhaps 
prudently, from any forecast as to a revision of .the work such as 
that in which they were wont to indulge. The changesin the rules 
which are incorporated in the present edition are few. There is the 
new rule 1 of order 16, allowing persons to be joined as plaintiffs 
where their claims, although based on distinct causes of action, 

on & common question of law or fact, and there is the com- 
summons for directions under ord. 30, r.1. The effect of this 
rule on procedure, and, in particular, in cases where the defendant 
is in default as todelivering his defence, is discussed in the notes to 
order 27, The edition has been prepared with the care which the 
profession have become camanel: to expect, and it is stated in the 


—, that many of the notes have been condensed and rearranged. 


condensation of the entire work seems as far off as ever. 


THE LAW OF PROPERTY. 


A GENERAL VIEW OF THE Law oF Property. By J. ANDREW 
SrrRAHAN, M.A., LL.B., and J. Suvcuarr Baxter, B.A., LL.B, 
(Lond.), Barristers-at-Law. Szconp Epirion. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 

The appearance of a new edition of Mr. Strahan’s work on the Law 
of Property shews that his attempt to combine the outlines of both 
real and personal property has been appreciated. He has had to 
content himself, indeed, with giving the outlines, and, considering 
the size of the book, no more could be expected; but, subject to the 
necessary limitations of space, he has touched with remarkable 
lucidity on the topics which go to make up the law of property. 
Starting from a general description of ownership, founded to some 
extent on Austin’s analysis, and of things which are capable of 
being owned, he treats in successive chapters of kinds of interests 
in things owned, of modes of holding interests, and of modes of 
acquiring interests. This disposes of the main part of the subject. 
Then there are rights over things owned by others, such as ease- 
ments and the like; proprietary rights not over things, including 
choses in action; and the various personal disabilities in respect of 
property imposed by status. Notwithstanding the approximation of 
the law of real property to the law of personal property, instanced 
quite recently, as Mr. Strahan points out, in the Land Transfer Act 
of the present year, the two systems are still essentially different, 
and it has required no little arrangement and ingenuity to exhibit 
them as parts of one symmetrical whole. But Mr. Strahan has 
succeeded in doing this, and to students who use his book the 
advantage of seeing in close juxtaposition matters which are ordi- 
narily kept so far apart will be very great. A specially useful 
chapter is that on modes of holding interests, where the division of 
interests which takes place when property is held in trust or is 
mortgaged is explained. The student will not easily find a better 
— — of the law of property than that which is contained in 
this book, 


BOOKS RECEIVED. 


Lectures on the Principles of Local Government. Delivered at the 
London School of Economics, Lent Term; 1897. By GEorGE 
LAURENCE GoMME, F.S.A. Archibald Constable & Co. 


The Trial of Lord Cochrane before Lord Ellenborough. By J. B. 
ATLAY, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Witha Preface by EDwARD DowNEs 
Law, Commander, Royal Navy (retired). Smith, Elder, & Co. 


A Code of the Law of Rating and Procedure on Appeal. With an 
Appendix containing all the Statutes (including the Agricultural 
Rates Act, 1896), y Annotated, and Specimens of Valuations made 
for the Purposes of Rating. By Syivarn Mayer, B.A., Ph.D., 
Barrister-at-Law. Waterlow and Sons (Limited). 


Table of the Death Duties, including the New Estate Duties. By 
E. Harris, of the Legacy and Succession Duty Department, Somerset 
House. Second Edition. William Clowes & Sons (Limited). Price 6s, 


Addenda to the Third Edition of Edwards’ Law of Property in 
Land; forming a Summary of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, with 
some Provisions of the Land Transfer Act, 1875. 


CORRESPONDENCE, 
STAMPS ON GRANTS RESERVING RENTS TO MORTGAGEES, 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. | 

Sir,—The question of the duty on such grants was referred to in 
letters appearing in 26 Souicrrors’ JOURNAL, pp. 403, 462, and 491, 
The modes there indicated of avoiding the extra 10s. stamp on such 
sale were (1) to dispense with a separate declaration in the convey- 
ance that the rent should be subject to the same equity of redemp- 
tion and power of sale and other powers as the land was subject to, 
and to add these words in the limitation of the rent to the mortga- 
gee ; a deed so framed has quite recently been adjudicated without 
any stamp on the rent as a security for the mortgage debt ; @) to 
have a general deed which should apply to all rents (this would be 
either before or after the rents were created) ; or, if not too late, (3) 
Sar could be met by an express provision in the mortgage 


If the conveyances contain a declaration framed as suggested at 
p- 64, one effect would appear to be to give the mortgagor a right to 
redeem each particular rent on payment of its proportion (as stated) 
of = mortgage debt. B. 

ec. 3, 





LIBEL IN PLEADINGS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 
Sir,—An action of libel reportéd in this day’s J'imes raises a pois 





which I was under the impression had been disposed of. 
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— 

The words complained of were apparently contained in the parti- 
culars of claim filed in a county court action. : 

Were not these statements made in judicial proceedings and 
absolutely privileged ? 

The point is of importance to solicitors and their clients. 

I refer to Mr. Odgers book on ‘‘Libel,” p. 191 of the 2nd 
edition. W. P. 

Dec. 2. 








_ CASES OF THE WEEK. 
A Court of Appeal. 


~- 


8rd Dec. 


Revenve—Estats Duty—Setriep Property—Morraace or Lirgs Estate 
anp Remarinpen—Vatve or Estate passinc on Death or TENANT FOR 
Lire—Frvance Acr, 1894 (57 & 58 Vicr. c. 35), 8. 2, suB-sEcTion 1 (x) ; 
s. 7, SUB-SECTION 1, 7 (3). 

Appeal and cross-appeal from the ju ent of the Divisional Oourt 
(Pollock, B., and Bruce, J.) on a petition by the third Earl Cowley under 
section 10 of the Finance Act, 1894; reported in 45 W. R. 538 ; Mag 2 
Q. B. 47. The facts are stated in the ju t of A. L. Smith, LJ. 
The Divisional Court gave ee] for the petitioner allowing him a 
deduction from:the principal value of the estate in respect of a mortgage 
debt of £230,000, and for the Crown ref to allow a deduction 
respect of a sum of £65,000, being the capil value of an annuity 
of £3,000, which his father had covenanted to pay to the petitioner 
during the former’s life, and which had been charged on the father’s life 
estate. 

Tur Cover (A. L. Surrx, Riewy, and Corts, L.JJ.) allowed the 
appeal of the Crown, and dismissed the cross-appeal of the petitioner. 


A. L. Surrn, L.J., read a judgment, in which he said that the question 
raised upon the appeal was upon what amount was estate duty, under 
the Finance Act, 1894, to be assessed upon the estate of the second Earl 
Cowley, who died upon the 28th of February, 1895—was it to be upon the 
sum of £538,426 lls. 1d., the then net principal value of what he (the 
Lord Justice) would call the settled estates, less only the sum of 
£9,140 17s., or less also the sum of £230,000, the amount of a mortgage 
debt, and less also the sum of £65,200, the captalized value of an ae 
of £3,000 a year p pay to the third earl, then Viscount Dangan, by h 
father, the second earl, during his lifetime? It appeared that on the 27th 
of June, 1863, the Earl of Mornington by will de the settled estates 
to trustees upon trust for the first Earl Cowley for life, and then to the 
second Earl Cowley for life, and then upon trust for the first and every 
other son of the second Earl Cowley in tail male. The testator died on 
the 25th of July, 1863. The first Earl Cowley thereupon entered into 

ssession of the estates, and whilst in possession died on the 15th of July, 

884, and the second Earl Cowley then entered into on thereof, 
The second earl had previously—viz., on the lst of April, 1865—exercised 
apower of jointuring granted to him by the will of the Earl of M - 
ton and appointed a rent-charge of £500 a year in favour of his wife 
charged upon the settled estates. The second earl, after he had entered 
into possession of the settled estates, mortgaged his life interest therein 
to the London Assurance Corporation to secure the repayment to them 
of large sums of money then borrowed by him of them, and he further 
secured the repayment thereof by policies of insurance u his life. In 
these circumstances the second Earl Cowley and his eldest son (then 
Viscount Dangan), who was then of age, each in need 
of money, agreed “to disentail the settled estates, and for that 
purpose, upon the 14th of January, 1887, executed a disentailing deed, which 
was duly enrolled, i ge ew father and the son conveyed the settled 
estates subject to the above-mentioned mo es and c toa 
trustee upon such trusts as the second earl and his son —_ ereafter 
jointly appoint, and in default of such a —— to the use of the 
second ear] for life, and then to the use of unt Dangan in tail. The 
second earl and his son proceeded to raise money from the Prudential 
Assurance Co., and, to summarize the figures, they obtained from 
that company a loan of £210,000, afterwards increased by further 
advances to the sum of £230,000, of which the father, the second earl, 
took £199,987 lls. 8d., and the son, Viscount Dangan, took £30,012 8s. 4d. 
To secure the repayment of the £210,000 to the Prudential Co. a mort- 
faze, dated the 8th of June, 1888, was executed by the second earl and 
is son, with the concurrence of the Countess Cowley, in favour of the 
Prudential Co., whereby they transferred to that company the mortgages 
which the second earl had given to the London Assurance and 
which were then existing upon his life estate in the settled estates, which 
mortgages the London Assurance Capen by deed of the same date 
conveyed and assigned to the Prudential Assurance Co. The policies 
upon the second earl’s life were also assigned to the Prudential Co. This 
mortgage deed recited that it was part of the arrangement for the loan 
that the mate debts to the London Assurance should be 
cae and that they should be transferred to the Prudential Assurance 

. a8 a further protection and security for their loan; and by this deed 
the second earl and his son, as beneficial owners, in the exercise of the 
power of appointment vested in them by the disentailing deed and in the 

of any other power in that , with the consent of the countess 
conveyed to the Prudential Co. the settled estates in fee subject to an 


either of them. In this mortgage 
that the mortgage debts transferred to the Prudential 


continue on foot as subsisting —_ 
the second earl for the benefit of Prudential Oo. by 


way 
of an additional security for the princi sum. then borrowed of that 
company. Subsequent mortgages were executed to secure the further 
etiraness shove ee tice, 1k. Wa leeeap eee 
second ear upon x § not 
doubt that in these dealings Sh the noted estates the life estate of the 
second earl therein was expressly kept on foot as security for the moneys 
borrowed thereon, that it was not I 
equitable estate in fee in the Prudential Co. 
was done—and this was what must be looked at apart from the form of 
the conveyancing—was that the second earl mortgaged his life estate to 
the Prudential » eral Gand Wile ones seein ee ee 

to secure the repa: 

e learned j in 
simple of the settled estates—in 
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acted that property ] 
enac' at 
deemed to include the pyey property : 
deceased was at the time of his competent to dispose.”’ 


EE 
Bg 


not embrace the present case. ‘‘(5) Property in which the deceased or 
any other had an interest on the death of the deceased to 
the extent to which a benefit accrues or by the cesser of such interest.’’ 


by 
the interest which then ceased. That is the 
and consequently his life estate, when he died, became 
the Act was to be deemed to have passed on his death, 
section 2, sub-section 1 (4). The next consideration was eg hy Apc P ns 
roperty which was to be deemed to pass upon a death was 
lor estate duty. By section 7, sub-section 1, peticanater fir) estate 
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ance was to be made for reasonable funeral expenses 
encumbrances, if such debts or encumbrances were incurred or created 
bond fide for full consideration in money or money’s worth wholly for the 
*s own use and benefit and took effect out of his interest. That, 
in his opinion, meant debts or encumbrances to take effect out of the 
estate which passed. This mortgage debt of the second earl was not a 
debt or encumbrance upon the estate which or was deemed to pass 
pursuant to the Act, for the mortgage upon estate of the second earl 
came to an end when that estate also came to an end, and was no 
a charge upon the life estate which was deemed to pass, and was not a 
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debt u the estate which peek, See Sy 
by on 7, sub-section 7, “* the value of 
from the cesser of an interest ceasing on the death of the deceased 
6) if the interest extended to less than the w 

the principal value of an addition to the property equal to the income 


tow the interest extended.’”’ I 

value of the benefit accruing was to be ascertained, because the interest 
which ceased at the death of the second earl did not extend to the whole 
income, but only to the income less the charges ted by the 
before-mentio sum of £9,140 17s. Whatever t be the true 
in on of the words ‘“‘of an addition to the property," 
they did not mean that the value was to be arrived at + aoe 
an allowance for a mo debt like the debt o 
£230,000 in this case. It was the value of the interest passed or 
was deemed to pass which was to bear the estate duty, and when this 


interest passed it was no lo’ , except by the son’s own act, with 
this mortgage, for when the a a 
It was not upon the value of what a man succeeded to that estate dut, 
was payable, and how could the act 
value of his reversion when he got 


which passed u a death? In his value the 

which Passed upon te ct the swoon earl twust be encertained under 
section 7, sub-section 7 (4), without making any allowance for the 
£230,000 e. uity we Se 


mortgage. As the ann £3,000 
Sony thereout during 
no 


son, in his opinion the same 
before 


: 
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be made for that. As stated, 

duty the value of the estate which paleed, anil not the valne i® might Pe 
to any indteidnal eucoeeeee, ot eciat tahoe ‘ey Mis. Halions, that the 
e ; and co le 

Ce Act an core led to tha settled extaten, wes po better off 


the cesser of this annuity than he was before, was 
The appeal of the Crown as to the £230,000 mortgage 
cross-a} of the earl 

Crown with costs. 

Riesy and Coins, L.JJ. 
Counset, Sir R. Z£. . 
Hawkins ; Haldane, Q.0., and H. Fellows. 
Revenue ; Collyer-Bristow § Co. 
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equity of redemption reserved t the second earl and Viscount or 





(Reported by W. F. Banny, Barrister-at-Law.) 
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Re THE PEVERIL GOLD MINES (LIM.). No.2. 1st Dec. 


Company—Winpinc-vr—Riout ov Conrrirsvtory to Petrrion—Conpr- 
TIONS ImposED BY ArtICLES—VALIDITY—Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 
Vier. c, 89), ss. 79, 82. 


Appeal from a decision of Byrne, J. A shareholder in the above-named 
company holding 5,000 fully-paid shares presented a petition to the court 
for a winding-up order. It was admitted that he was entitled to present 
a petition but for clause 164 of the articles of association, and the Fr ge 
was whether he was estopped by that clause, as he had not fulfilled any 
of the conditions p ent. Clause 164 was as follows: ‘‘ No petition 
shall be presented or proceeded with by a member to wind up the com- 
pany, og ea unless (a) by consent in writing of not less than two of 
the then , or (4) in pursuance or by permission of a resolution 
passed by a majority at a general meeting of the company, or (c) the 
Pos gro or petitioners shall hold, or together hold, not less than one- 

of the then issued capital of the company, upon which all calls shall 
have been paid.’’ The company and two shareholders, one holding 
twenty shares, on which 16s. 6d. had been paid, and the other holding 
13, fully-paid shares (being £1 shares nominal value), moved the 
court to stay proceedings. Section 79 of the Companies Act, 1862, is as 
follows : aoe under this Act may be wound up by the court, as 
hereinafter defined, under the following circumstances (that is to say): 
(1) Whenever the company has a special resolution requiring the 
company to be wound up by the court; (2) whenever the company does 
not commence its business within a Feo from its incorporation, or 
suspends its business for the space of a whole year; (3) whenever the 
members are reduced in number to less than seven; (4) whenever the 
company is unable to pay its debts; (5) whenever the court is of opinion 
that it is justand equitable that the company should be wound up” ; 
and section 82 is as follows: ‘‘ Any — to the court for the wind- 
ing up of a company under this Act s be by petition ; itmay be pre- 
sented by the company, or by any One or more creditor or creditors, 
contributory or contributories of the company, or by all or any of the 
above parties, together or separately.”” Byrne, J., being of opinion that 
clause 164 was inconsistent with sections 79 and 82 of the Companies Act, 
1862, refused to stay proceedings, and dismissed the motion. The com- 
pany and the two shareholders appealed. 

Tue Covrr (Linptey, M.R., and Oxrirry and VaucHan WIt.1ams, 
L.JJ.) d the ay without calling upon the respondent. 

Lryyviey, M.R.—I start with reading an extract from the judgment 
of Lord Macnaghten in Welton v. Saffery (45 W. R. 508, at p. 515; 1897, 
A. C. 324): ‘*These companies are the creature of statute, and by the 
statute to which they owe their being they must be bound, in regard to 
shareholders as well as in regard to creditors, inall matters coming within 
the conditions of the memorandum of association. Shareholders in these 
companies require protection just as much as creditors, perhaps even more. 
Shareholders are not partners for all purposes; they have not all the rights 
of partners; they have practically no voice in the management of the 
concern; their security in a great measure depends on the directors 
adhering to the requirements of the Act.’’ Anybody who is familiar with 
these Acts knows that companies are formed on certain conditions and are 
regulated and dissolved on certain conditions. The a sections in 
the Act are sections 79 and 82. (His lordship stated their provisions and 
continued :) I take it that any article contrary to those which in substance 
says that the life of a company shall not cease in conformity with the 
statute is a condition which is fundamentally at variance with the statutory 

8s. I am not disposed to deny that a bargain may be made 
with a contributory or a creditor under certain circumstances, but a bar- 
oo as this would be contrary to the true principle of the statute. 
ons 14 to 16 are not in point. I regard this as contrary to the inten- 

tion of the Act. The appeal must be dismissed with costs. 

Curry, L.J.—I am of the same opinion. We are not concerned to 
consider whether a shareholder may contract not to present a petition. 
There is a condition annexed that a company may be wound up under 
certain prescribed conditions by section 79, and an article which stipulates 
that sharebolders shall not present a petition must be invalid. f think 
this condition attached is an essential one and cannot be varied by the 
consent of the shareholders in the articles. 

Vavonan Wiis, L.J.—I entirely agree and have nothing to add. 
a dismissed.—Counse, Jenkins, Q.C., and W. H. Cozens-Hardy ; Eve, 
Q.C., and Eustace Smith. Souscrrons, White ¢ De Buriatte ; Robinson & 
Stannard. 

[Reported by W. Suattcross Goppanp, Barrister-at-Law. } 


Re ROWE, PIKE v. HAMLYN. No. 2. 20th Nov. ; 2nd Dec. 


Wu1—Construcrion — Legacy ‘1x Apprrion to Sums Owinc”’ To 
Lzcaters—No Sums Lecatty Owrxc—Monzy Securgp sy Promissory 
Nors anp I.0.U. crven wirnovr ConstpgraTtion—Sums so Sgcunep, 
WHETHER Payasie--Sartisraction or Dent—Gutrt or Money INTER VIVoSs. 


This was an appeal by one of the defendants from a decision of Romer, 
J., in favour of the plaintiff. 

Tue Covarr (Linpiey, M.R., and Cuarrry and Vavenan Wittiams, L.JJ.) 
allowed the “ppeal. 

Linpizy, M.R., said : In order to make my judgment intelligible, I will 
state shortly what were the circumstances at the date when the tes 
died, which are leg : e. — oat a Mr. and Mrs. 

aeibiintete of Wise Hives unmed Mite Mmnngaet Aus’ Iiseper Emap’ 
a o . Rowe iss Margaret Ann Hooper yn. 
Mr. Rowe in his lifetime made Miss Hamlyn certain presents. On the 
15th of February, 1894, he gave her an I.0.U. for £500, and on the 2nd of 
July, 1894, he gave her a promissory note for £500. In February, 1895, 
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he gave her a deposit note for £500, but forgot to endorse it, and so 
she could not get the money; but he afterwards endorsed it, and she 
did get the money on the day he died or the day before. He made 
a will leaving everything to his wife, whom he made executrix. The 
widow knew of the existence of the I.0.U. and of the P ng 
note. Whether she knew of the transaction relating to deposit 
note I think does not appear; but she certainly knew of the other 
two documents, and knew that neither of them had been paid. She 
did not long survive her husband. As to her will, the important 
point to bear in mind in reading it is that she had the whole of the 
assets of her husband, and that she was the ay ebts. Of 
co’ note and the I.0.U., being given without considera. 
tion, were not +: enforceable, Whether she w the law about that 
I cannot say. By her will she appointed as executors her grandniece 
Miss Hamlyn, and a person of the name of Stone, who renounced probate, 
She gave certain legacies. There is no direction to pay debts or do any- 
thing else, but amongst the legacies she says this: ‘‘I bequeath to t 
said Margaret Ann Hooper Hamlyn, the sum of £300 in addition to the 
sums owing to her from my late husband’s estate.’’ Now, so far as the; 
evidence goes, there were no sums owing to Miss Hamlyn from Mrs, 
Rowe’s late husband’s estate, but there were the promissory note and the 
I.0.U. Now, the question is, What are, first, the true coastruction, and 
secondly, the legal effect of this bequest to Miss Hamlyn? Romer, J.,,| 
said that he could not find any legacy of those two sums, and that it | 
amounted to no more than this, that the testatrix, being under the | 
erroneous impression that those were binding debts, gave Miss Hamlyn a 
less legacy than she would otherwise have given. Now, with great 
deference to the learned judge, I cannot adopt that view. It appears to 
me that we can find here language which, when the facts 
are known, amounts to a clear legacy _of- £300 and of those y 
two sums_ Sf £500. It is in the form oO Ogacy of A. plus B.; A. 
in addition to Now, if a testator makes a legacy in that form, ' 
and is in a position to pay B. as well as A., it appears to me that that isa 
legacy of A. and B., and of B. as much asof A. Of course, if the testator 
is not in a position to pay B., then the legacy cannot be extended beyond 
A. In this case, if the testatrix had not been the paymaster, if she had 
not succeeded to her husband’s assets and been in a position to make this 
legacy of these two sums, of course this would be a legacy of £300 only, 
and you could not read it as a legacy of anything more ; but as it is, the 
intention is perfectly clear to my d, and you cannot miss it, that out , 
of her estate, which she has obtained from her husband, and which she 
calls his estate, her great-niece is to have those two sums, plus £300—a 
gift of the £300 plus what she erroneously describes as ‘‘ the sums owing 
to her from my late husband’s estate.’”’ That is a mere falsa demonstratio, * 
It is perfectly plain that she intended to regard these sums as debts. 
She so describes them. She treats them as debts, but she says they are to 
be paid out of her estate. That is the legal effect of this clause, and the 
key of the whole position is that she is the person to pay. Mr. Farwell 
made a point about the deposit note being a satisfaction of one of those 
sums of £500. Ido not think there is anything in that, because it isa 
mere question what is the true inference to be drawn from the facts as 
they are known tous. I do not dispute that if I send a person a cheque 
or give him a promissory note I am supposed, if nobody knows anything 
further about it, to pay him a debt, or to constitute a loan, or even 
possibly to make him a present. But you have a great deal more than 
that here. You not only have a man who is making presents to this lady, 
but you have the very important circumstance that when he gave t 
deposit note he never asked for either his I.0.U. or his promissory note. 
If you take Miss Hamlyn’s version of what occurred—and I see no reason 
to discredit it—it is quite obvious that there was, in effect, a gift intended. 
It appears to me, therefore, that Romer, J.’s judgment must be reversed. 

Currry and Vaveuan Wi.uams, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same 
effect.—Counse., Neville, Q.C., and Jenkins, Q.C.; Farwell, Q.0., and 
Stewart Smith ; BE. U. Bullen. Soutcrrors, Taylor, Hoare, § Pilcher ; Mear 
§ Fowler ; E. § J. Mote, for Carter § Carter, Torquay. 

[Reported by R. C. Mackenzie, Barrister-at-Law. ! 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re TESSYMAN’S SETTLED ESTATES. North, J. 27th Nov. 


Pracrice—Marrigp WomaNn—DIsPEnsiInG with SEPARATE EXAMINATION— 
Serruep Estates Act, 1877, s. 50—Sxrruzp Lanp Act, 1882, s. 33— 
No Tenant ror Lirz. 


This was a petition under the 
follo : By , dated the of February, 1871, 
Richard Tessyman gave his residuary estate to trustees upon trust to 
invest the same, and to pay or apply the whole, or such part as they should 
think fit, of the income to arise from the investment of his residuary 
personal estate or the capital thereof ‘‘ unto or for the personal benefit 
of my son Charles Edward Tessyman, or unto or for the personal benefit 
of his wife and child or children during his life, to the intent that | 
trustees may be enabled to ay the disposition of the income or cai 

of the said funds or moneys to the circumstances for the time being of my 
said son, and thereby to secure as far as possible his aud their personal — 
enjoyment thereof respectively’’; and after the death of his said son, the 


Act, 1877, under the 


testator directed his trustees to hold his residuary trust funds upon trusts 
in favour of his son’s children as therein mentioned, and the testater 
devised his real estate to his trustees, upon trast that the rents thereof 
should be held and applied during the life of his said son under : 
— to the same trusts and for the a as were thereinbefore — 
dec rom the investment of his 


jared concerning the profits arising 
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seiaenny penne catede, Charles Edward Tessyman, his wife, and two 
children of the marriage were now living. The trustees, in Oc , 1897, 
entered into a conditional contract for the sale of part of the estate, and 
now asked for the approval of the court. It was asked that the separate 
examination of Mrs. T' should be di with, 

Nortn, J., held that section 33 of the ed Land Act, _ applied 


although there was no tenant Ser ies to compas SO Oa 
that pn too and (follo Re Halliday, L. R. 12 Eq. 199) Lt althonsh 


the words of section 50 of the Settled Estates Act, 1877, are imperative 
the court had power to with 

woman W as remote and p by trustees.—Covunsz1, 
Adams; Micklem. Soticitons, Bel, Brodrick, § Gray, for H. J. Ware ¢ 


Sons, York. 
[Reported by G. B. Hamurutox, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re RIPLEY’S TRADE-MARK. Kekewich, J. 3rd Dec. 


Trape-Marx — RecistraTion —Inventep Worp — “ Prater”? — Worp 
Smaar in Sounp To Worp Recistration or WHICH HAS BREN Rervusep 
—Parents, Designs, anp Traps-Marxs Acts, 1883-1888, ss. 64, 69. 


This was a motion on behalf of Messrs. Ripley & Son, of Bradford, 
dyers and cloth finishers, made under section 69 of the Patents, 
and Trade-Marks Acts, 1883-1888, by way of appeal from the decision of 
the Comptroller-General of Patents, s, and Trade-Marks. The 
applicants had attempted in the first place to 
as a trade-mark in respect of woollen goods 
troller refused to register ‘‘ Pearl’’ as a trade-mark, and thereu e 
applicants attempted to obtain registration of “‘ Pirle,’’ but on 
was also in this case refused, on the ground (inter alia) that the word 
‘* Pearl’ was not segistrable, and that “‘ Pirle’’ was merely a mis-spel- 
ling of ‘‘ Pearl.” From this refusal of registration of ‘‘ Pirle ”’ the = 
cants now appealed. It was contended in sup applicatio 
“ Pirle’’ was an invented word within section 64 of the Act of 1888 ; that 
it was formed by the transposition of the letters in the name Ripley 
(omitting the y), that it was neither geographical nor tive of the 
character or oped of the , and so did not come within the 
exceptions of the section; and that consequently it was registrable asa 
trade-mark, and the comptroller was wrong in ae to register it 
merely because it are to have a similar sound to ‘‘ Pearl.” 

Kexewicu, J. (without calling on the defendants), said: It seems to me 
that this ps geen may be disposed of on extremely short grounds. I 
am not ed upon to consider whether or no the word “ Pearl’’ is 
capable of registration. I wish to say nothing whatever on that point 
because it may be competent for the applicants to bring forward the word 
again, possibly basing their application upon different evidence to that in 
the present case, and it is only right that such an application, if made, 
should be made without its being prejudiced by anything that may be 
said now. But the word ‘‘ Pearl’? has been brought before the comp- 
troller and has been rejected; therefore I must for the present purposes 
hold that that word aa not be registered. In order to decide whether 
the word “ Pirle’’ is capable of registration, not the eye only, but also 
the ear, must be consulted, and to an ordinary person the difference in 
sound between “ Pearl’’ and ‘‘ Pirle’’ is not to be perceived. If *‘ Pearl’’ 
is wrong I think that ‘‘ Pirle’’ is equally , and I agree with the 
comptroller in saying that this is a mere mis- of the word “‘ Pear!l,’’ 
and if the applicants fail as regards one, they must fail as regards the 
other. It is said that ‘‘ Pirle’’ is an invented word, but this transposi- 
tion of the letters in the word Ripley, with the final letter left out, seems 
but a poor attempt at humour. I do not, however, decide the case upon 
that ground, but simply on the ground that “‘ Pearl’ not being capable of 
registration, ‘' Pirle,’’ being the same in sound, is also not capable of 
registration. On that ground I refuse the a tion with costs.— 
CounsgeL, Moulton, Q.C., and A. J. Walter ; Attorney-General (Sir 
Richard Webster, Q.C.) and Ingle Joyce. Soxicrrorns, Speechley, Mumford, 
Landon, § Rogers ; Solicitor to the Board of Trade. 


[Reported by C. C. Henstry, Barrister-at-Law.] 


DYE v. PATMAN. Byrne, J. Dec. 1. 


InsuncTion—Ancrgnt Licghts—Re&vERSIONER—P2OPERTY ACQUIRED UNDER 
THE Hovsinc or THE Worxine Crasszes Act, 1890—Ricur or Acrion 
—Hovsine or tHe Worxine Cxasses, 1890—Provistonan OrpEsr— 
Conrrrminc Act—CoMPENSATION. 


This was an action without pleadings. The plaintiff by writ issued the 
13th of October, 1896, claimed an injunction to restrain the defendants 
from building opposite to premises known as the Fishmongers’ Arms in 
Clare-market so as to damage the plaintiff’s ancient lights, and ‘ 
The defence relied on by the defendants was that the plaintiff’s 

been acquired compulsorily by tke London County Co’ under 

the provisions of Part 1 of the Housing of the Working Classes Act (53 
& 54 Vict. c. 70), 1890. The facts were as follow: In November, 
1894, an official representation within the meaning of section 4 of that 
Act was made by the Medical Officer of Health of the Strand district. The 
grees in which the plaintiff was interested as reversioner were included 
the represéntation, and the London County Council prepared a scheme 
order, An inquiry was held 


and presented a petition for a co’ 


nfirmatory 
! at the Home Office in March, 1896, and a provisional order was made on 


the 20th of January, 1897, confirming the scheme, which in turn was 
confirmed by an Act, the 3rd of June, 1897, entitled, ‘‘The London 
Clare-market, Strand, Provisional Order Confirmation Act, 1897,’ 60 
Vict. c. 59. It was admitted that but for the action of the county council 
the py would have-had a good right of action. It was submitted on 


of the defendants that the plaintiff being owner of a reversion had . 
habitation 


ho title to sue in respect of 9 house declared unfit for human 


[ Reported by J. Azrsun Paics, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Winding-up Cases. 
Re INTERNATIONAL SOCIETY OF AUCTIONEERS AND VALUERS. 
BAILLIE’S CASE. 






list of contribt bf this com: on the g 

had been induced to become a slireholder he misrep: 

— of the company. It 
another and older , the te of Auctioneers and Valuers 

of the United Kingdom, that Baillie was induced to join this society 

on the re; nm that it was the institute. 

Tue Cover held that the applicant was entitled to have his name 
removed, on the ground that the le on the ground 
of the misrepresentations made to him, but void ab initio ; other words, 
that there was no-Contract at All. COUNSEL, Herter Hart; A. C. Clauson. 
Souicrrors, Zimbrell § Deighton ; Riddell, Vaizey, $ Smith. 

(Reported by C. W. Mzan, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re PEABODY GOLD MINING —- (LIM.). 26th Nov. and 


oe 
Company—Winpine Ur—Articizgs or Assocration—‘‘Surpivs Assets 
AVAILABLE FoR Distripvrion.”’ 










: for 
the ng ertain n one of th 
artic oCcialion ve Licle provided event Of the cor- 
poration g wound up the “surplus assets available for distribution 
among the shareholders’’ should be divided. among the holders of 


founders’ shares and the ordinary shareholders in certain proportions. 
Tue Covrr held that there was no real distinction between case and 
Co. (1896, 2 Ch. 751), and that, therefore, the “ surplus 


Re New 
e for distribution’ meant the assets which remained after 
debts, costs, and other liabilities aid and the shareholders 
id th -ug Ccapital.— y 


UNSEL, 2. G. r 
James; A. .  Sotscrrons, Meredith, Roberts, § Mills; Clarke, 
Rawlins, § Co; Neish, Howell, $ Macfarlane, — 

[Reported by C. W. Mean, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


PONTEFRACT PARK TRUSTEES v. PONTEFRACT UNION; AND 
HARTLEY v. SAME. Div. Court. 3rd and 26th Nov. 


Poor Law—Ratinc—Exemption—Pank Lawps. sy Stature Examprep 
rrom AssessMentT—Part or Park Lanps Demissp To Truster UNDER 
Loca Improvement Act ror Ozretain Purrosss—20 Gro. 3, 0.»55, ss. 1, 
6—Ponrerracr Borovcu Improvement AND Exrensron Act, 1875 (38 & 
39 Vicr. c. txxxm.), 8. 15. 


These were two ap 


Union by way of s cases stated against the decision of the Recorder 
of Pontefract, T. &. D. W: Tebhusy te had quashed an assessment 
made by the guardians im a to poor rate upon certain pro- 
perty known as Po: 


Tue Covrr (Waicut and Kzennepx, JJ.) dismissed the ae 
Kennepy, J., who delivered the considered to court, said 





tees. Primd facie the pay poor rate, but 
exemption under the provisions of an Act of Parliament 
pasted in 180 fniald “An ot for the park of Pontefract, in 
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that Act a tract of land belonging tothe Duchy of Lancaster, known 
as the Ponte Park, was divided as there set out, and a portion or 
allotment of it, containing 325 acres, became vested in trustees ‘‘ on trust 


for and for the sole benefit of the inhabitants of Pontefract and Tan- 
shelf,’ and the residue of the Pontefract Park became the King’s share, 
and was by section 6 erected into a separate ‘‘vill’’ or holding, the 
tenants or inhabitants of which were to be assessed and rated ‘‘to 
all taxes and assessments within the vill,” but were not to 
contribute 10 taxes, rates, or assessments, or to the relief of 
the poor or the re of the roads and highways elsewhere except 
as om provided in the Act. The respondents’ property was 
not vill, but was within the 325 acres vested in the trustees, and 
the section of the Act, upon the true construction of which, read in connec- 
tion with the other provisions of the statute, the case mainly turned, was 
section 1. That section provided that this portion or allotment of 325 
acres should from henceforth “‘ be and remain vested in the several persons 
who should for the time being be the trustees under the statute i 
and this portion or allotment should be united and annexed unto, and be 
for ever thereafter deemed and taken as being within the parcel of the 
borough or township of Pontefract, and be subject to the jurisdictions and 
enjoy all the exemptions and privileges of the said borough and township, 
but should in no wise be assessed to any church rates, poor’s rates, constable 
rates, or highway rates, or be subject to any statute duty within the said 
townships of Pontefract and Tanshelf, or either of them, or any other 
township, parish, or place whatsoever.’’ The respondents’ contention was 
that by the words of section (1): ‘‘ The said portion or allotment shall in 
no wise be assessed to any church rate, poor’s rate, &c.,”” they occupying 
as they did part of the allotment to which the exemption related, were 
not liable to be assessed as they had been by the appellants. The appel- 
lants contended that the exemption was by implication conditional and 
only applied to such occupiers as occupied in conformity with the condi- 
tions, regulations, and restrictions imposed upon the park trustees which 
were referred to generally in the earlier part of section (1), and that as the 
park trustees had divested themselves of all interest in the demised 
premises and had only a reversionary interest therein they were not 
entitled to avail themselves of the exemption granted by the Act. The 
recorder came to the conclusion in favour of the respondents on this point 
and his decision in the opinion of that court was right, The cases of Williams 
v. Pritchard and Eddington v. Borman, both reported in 4 T. R., Durnford 
and East’s Reports, at pp. 2 and 4—cases of exemption of houses built on 
land which had been embanked from the Thames and which had been 
vested in the owner of adjoining wharf free from all taxes and assessments 
whatsoever—could not be re ed as direct authorities in the present 
case. Nor, indeed, was the later case of Reg. v. London Gas Light and Coke 
Co. (8 B. & O. 54), which was also cited by the respondents. The 
appellants contended, in short, that by the various provisions of the Ponte- 
fract Extension Act, 1875—which was clearly intended, and did in fact, 
impose liability to rating in respect of lands within Pontefract 
Park for all purposes for which hereditaments in the old part 
of the borough might be assessed--that inasmuch as the poor rate 
assessment was essential to the levying of rates by the corporation, a 
r law assessment to liability in respect thereof was enacted for all time 
y the terms of this later local Act. The words of the exemption in 
section 1 of the Act of Geo. 3, which came into force in 1780, might 
have contained some such proviso limiting the exemption as was con- 
tained in 3 &4 Will. 4, c. 30, with regard to the exemption from rating of 
churches and chapels. There was no such proviso, however, in that 
section, and the words being absolute the court ought to give them their 
full and natural meaning. The appeal, as raised by the first case, failed, 
and must therefore be dismissed. The second case was that of the Ponte- 
fract Assessment Committee against the same respondents. The questions 
to be decided were practically the same. The facts were there that the 
appellants sought to make the respondents themselves liable to the poor 
rate in respect of their occupation of three acres of the same allotment on 
which the trustees had constructed and enclosed a lake or artificial piece 
of water, and at certain times made charges on persons using the same 
for boating. In this case also the decision of the recorder was in favour 
of the respondents, and in the opinion of the court his decision was 
ig ought to be upheld. Both appeals, therefore, would be dis- 
missed with costs. Leave to ap granted.—Counset, FE. Tindal 
Atkinson, Q.C., and W.L. Williams; A. W. Bairstow and G. Banks. 
Soxicrrors, Clarke ¢ Blundell; Carter, Atkinson, § Bentley, for the trustees ; 
and Charles Lowden, for the Racecourse Committee, Pontefract. 


[Reported by Easxixz Rein, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re NEW PAR CONSOLS. Div. Court. 26th Nov. 


Company — Winpinc-vp — Aprornrwent or LiqurpaTor —* DEBENTURE- 
HOLDERS—APPLICATION FoR LEAVE TO RECEIVER TO TAKE PossRssIoNn OF 
Company’s Property anp ror OrpER oF SALE To BE PosTPoNRD— 
D8BENTURE-HOLDER’s RicHt To Commence Action To Prove Srcurtrry— 
nee or Covrt—Costs—Srannarigs Act, 1887 (50 & 51 Vicr. c. 

» 8. 19. 


Appeals by a debenture-holder and by the debenture-holders’ trustees 
from a refw iT oO; he judge of the Vounty Court of Corn 3 o admit 
LDeIY Claims OF eran fem leave to commence an action in thie H gh Court 

the purpose of enforcing the t ne facts 


Sep 


e e y- bre these: In 
bmber, 15¥6, the company Were proceeding to issue debentures for 
the purpose of raising the sum of £2,000 on the assets of the property, 
yo ged fag Reeeegeelene into by the present appellants. 
Charles and Albert 7: managing directors of the company, an 
certain other parties. e com shortly afterwards went into 


liquidation and an official receiver and trustee was appointed by order of 


the court. The debenture-holders sought to prove their security, but the 
liquidator refused to admit their proof (1) on the ground that the deed 
not having been registered as required by the Stannaries Act, 1887, their 
security was postponed, certain creditors mentioned in section 19 of that 
Act taking precedence over their claim, and (2) on a question of title. 
Section 19 of the Stannaries. Act, 1887, is as follows: ‘‘ All mortgages, 
mortgage debentures, and other documents whatever, whereby power is 
given by any company to any persons to take possession of any mining 
effects of or on a mine shall, in addition to any registration 
thereof now required by law, be registered . . . and no such 
mortgage, &c., unless so registered, shall confer any priority over 
or title as against the claims of any persons whatever for work 
and labour done or services performed in or upon such mine, or for goods 
and material supplied to any company by which the said mine is carried 
on; such registration shall not affect any priority in respect of wages 
under the provisions of this Act.” For the appellants it was argued that 
as the liquidator had refused to admit their claim, they were entitled as a 
matter of practice, if not of right, to commence an action to test the 
validity of their security. Lloyd v. Lloyd (6 Ch. D. 339), Re Henry Pound, 
Son, § Hutchins (42 Ch. D. 402), and also the preferential payment sections 
of the Bankruptcy Act, 1897, were referred to. [Wnricur, J.—Are the 
dsbuntuso-holders willing topay to the liquidator such a sum as in his 
opinion will meet the claims of those creditors secured under section 19 
of the Act of 1887? If so, then he could remain in possession and act 
as receiver for them. We cannot direct the appointment of a iver for 
the debenture-holders now the liquidator is in possession.] Counsel for 
the Gebenture-holders said he as ailing tw enres to that proposal ; the 
amount was not large. If the liquidator sold the machinery apart from 
the mine, the sums separately realized for the machinery and mine would 
be very sma]l compared with the amount that might be obtained if a pur- 
chaser could be found to buy the whole as a going concern. Counsel 
on behalf of the liquidator stated he had no instructions, and could 
neither object nor assent then to such a proposal. The liquidator was an 
official of the Board of Trade, and as such could not, he submitted, act 
for both parties. His present instructions were to sell the machinery, and 
the sum realized would be sufficient to cover the claims admitted up to 
that date. Nothing would be gained by an action in the High Court, for 
the debenture-holders could prove as unsecured creditors in the ordinary 
winding up. He opposed the application on the ground of expense. 

Tue Court (Waicut and Kennepy, JJ.) decided that the application, so 
far as it related to leave to commence an action to prove the security, must 
be allowed, but without costs. The application as to the second point raised 
was dismissed, and also without costs. The order would be that the offi- 
cial receiver and trustee should act as receiver for the debenture-holders, 
but subject to an arrangement being made to fully protect the interests of 

referential creditors under the Act. Liberty to apply in the county court —= 

‘or & postponement or rescission of the order to sell upon terms.—CounsgL, 
Alexander, Q.0.; Seddon; Muir Mackenzie. Soutcrrors, Nye § Moreton ; 
The Solicitor for the Board of Trade. 


[Reported by Exsxrne Rew, Barrister-at-Law. | 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
THE BRADFORD INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual dinner of the Bradford Incorporated Law Society was held 
on Tuesday. The chair was occupied by Mr. W. B. Gordon (the president 
of the society), and amongst those present were Mr. Justice Kennedy end 
Mr. Justice Phillimore. : 

Mr. J. H. Wank, in proposing ‘‘ Her Majesty’s Judges,” remarked 
that on this occasion the company included two of Her Majesty’s judges, 
for the first time in the history of the society. Nearly thirty years ago 
Mr. Baron Martin came to Bradford to try an election petition, and Sir 
Edward Fry, also, who had ceased to be a judge, came to a gathering in 
the Friends’ Meeting-house. However, as he (Mr. Wade) had said, on 
this occasion two of Her Majesty’s judges were present in Bradford ; and 
he could assure them of a hearty welcome. us ‘ 

Mr. Justice Kennepy, in responding to the toast, said it was the desire 
of his fellow-judges and bimself to foster ggg Page brought together 
any branch of their great common profession. He was quite sure that 
the organization of public opinion in every branch was good for the tone 
of the whole. He understood that it was the first occasion on which the 
judges of assize had had the pleasure of being present at one of the 
gatherings of the Bradford Incorporated Law Society. It was certainly 
not so serious an undertaking as trying an election petition, but, speaking 
for his fellow-judges as well as for himself, he could say that any member 
of the judicial Bench was pleased to see as much as possible of the 
country which he was appointed to serve. Though he had never been in 
Bradford before, he had heard a good deal of the city from Mr. Justice 
Bruce, who always spoke of Bradford with enthusiasm, and mentioned 
with special pleasure the work done by the Bradford Discharged 
Prisoners’ Aid Rociety. He did not know whether the relations of Leeds 
to Bradford were those, as he hoped they would be, of friendly rivalry, 
but he could quite understand from the kind reception given to his brother 
Phillimore and himself that night that the members of that society 
would not be sorry to have an assize at Bradford as well as 
at Leeds. He was afraid he could not hold out any great hopes 
on that point. The great battle being fought in legal circles was the 
{ extent to which judges must concentrate themselves even more on Lon- 
!don, He hoped that the great system of assize would, with such 
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improvements and developments as time showed to be desirable, continue 
to Sing round to the country ly judges whose sole duty was to 
do the best to maintain unim the fa’ of judicial administration 
in this kingdom. With the growing assize lists and the 
variety of civil and criminal business due to the constant advance of 
civilization and science, which constantly introduced new classes of 
commercial disputes, and, he was afraid, occasionally new classes of cases 
for the Crown Court, the difficulties of main the assize system with 
the same number of judges was great. He ho the time would never 
come when the assize or some similar system did not bring near to the 
rest as well as to the richest, in all parts of the country, the even- 
Fanded justice of judges whose purity was never called in queetion, and 
whose independence and efforts, he might add, were enco by the 
help received from the bar and from solicitors. He h that the 
welcome accorded to his brother Phillimore and himself on that occasion 
was only a sign of the feeling which the profession at large had for those 
who were deputed to do justice to the best of their ability to every one of 
Her Majesty’s subjects. 

Mr. Justice Purtumore proposed “‘The Bradford Incorporated Law 
Society.”” Hesaid he knew generally of the advantages of the Incor- 
porated Law Societies—from the local one to the central body—to the 
profession of the law. The time was when lawyers of all kinds partici- 
pated, if not in public contempt, in public abuse, and when that branch 
which was now received with ¢ and. honour was a byword to the 
novelist and the dramatist. But only isolated specimens had given rise to 
much of this picturesque illustration. The profession as a whole was 
amongst the very highest. The Inns of Court done much for the bar. 
and many solicitors owed much to the Incorporated Law Societies. It 
was in circles such as this that effective discipline could alone be main- 
tained. He had long regretted that at Liverpool, Manchester, and at 
Leeds there had been no local council of the bar. He was sure that the 
high standard which had been maintained there existed in spite of, and 
not in consequence of, that state of affairs. He knew very well that as 
the local bar and local professional bodies grew up, it was essential, as had 
been found in other countries—France, for instance, and Belgium—that 
there should be local professional councils and tribunals. It was for that 
reason, amongst others, that he heartily welcomed the formation of local 
Incorporated Law Societies. Disagreeable instances of professional mis- 
conduct occurred in all bodies. There was another and a much pleasanter 


side to the work of such societies. Such societies fostered a standard 
of legal education; they encouraged a thoroughness of | such as 
would not exist in their absence. Moreover, he ly had 


been extremely indebted to the Bristol Incorporated Law 
Society, for he had frequently made use of the reference library 
owned by that society, which contained the tools without which a 
lawyer could not properly ply his trade. ae might have an advocate 
in the flesh and a careless adviser, but they could not have a thorough and 
complete lawyer unless he constantly imbued himself with the t 
sources of his profession and applied himself to the fountain-head. There 
were many other quemnia--the good-fellowship, the -comradeship, 
the spirit of honesty, and the spirit of professional chivalry—which all 
those eocieties engendered, of which he ht have spoken. But anyone 
who was interested in the due and complete administration, without flaw 
or wrinkle, «f the law, would rejoice in the development of such societies 
as the Bradford Incorporated Law Society. 

Tue Presipent, in responding to the toast, said that there was an old 
maxim referring to the legal profession, ‘‘ It’s hard to get on, it’s harder 
to get honour, it’s hardest to get honest.”” It might be that in the past 
there was reason for resenting such pleasantries on the ground that 
was an element of truth in them. But to-day, if Diogenes were to return 
to the earth and with his lantern were to search for an honest man, the 
ranks of solicitors, he believed, would not be the last in which the cynic 
would search to find one. That such was the fact was a mf due, he was 
quite sure, to the work of organizations such as theirs. e Incorporated 
Law Society had done a great deal—more than was generally supposed— 
to raise the character and tone of the profession of the solicitor. It was 


the duty of societies such as theirs to assist the central society, and in 


every way in their ney to conduce to the higher tone of the pro- 
fession. The first object of the Bradford Incorporated Law ty was 


the formation of a library—a most important thing in these days, when 
even solicitors were expected to advise and to act with an almost impossible 
celerity which often prevented them from even having recourse to mem- 
bers of the He ge branch of the legal profession. He was _ to say that 
a most useful legal library had been formed in B . The second 
object of the society was ‘‘ The protection of the character status, and 
interests of solicitors, the promotion of honourable practice, the settle- 
ment of oe go points of practice, and the decision of all questions of 

rofessional usage or courtesy in conducting legal business of all kinds,’’ 

n one unpleasant branch of their work they could not act og Meee % 
but merely as adjuncts of the central society, who undertook the investi: 
gation of cases re to them and the delivering of judgment. But 
the Professional Etiquette Committee of the Council of the Bradford 
Incorporated Law Society occasionally had to perform more pleasant 
duties. He had seen solicitors come before the committee full of wrath 
— each other, and had seen them tt with yr or sserpemezomn. 
c dup, personalities done away with, amicable relations renewed. 

questions affec' 


Next to these points came that of considering 
the administration of the law. A of the public rega 


lawyers as a sort of close co! on, more or less in the nature 
of a trade union. It was assumed that if lawyers - 
moted or opposed any legislation they did it with selfish 
objects. He was not going to say that lawyers never acted in 
those matters from selfish motives. They were men of a profession which 





labour training, without 
serious expense, and it would be unnatural if lawyers saw efforts being 
made for some reason or another to take the work which they had been 
declared qualified to orm out of their hands, and to place it in the 
hands of another body of public officials specially created for that . 
and did not advocate their own interests. They had done so in the past, 
and it would be their duty to do so until they were satisfied that the 
change was not only necessary'in the interests of the public, but was 
also, in all details, capable of being satisfactorily worked. But the 
Council of the Bradford Incorporated Law Society did not endeavour to work 
entirely on selfish grounds. ‘They were uot only an exclusive profession. 
They were a body of experts—better qualified in many ways than anyone 
else to speak on certain subjects. hey came closely into contact— 
more closely, he ventured t> say, than auy other body of men—with ths 
working of some branches of the law, and their experience enabled them 
to form an opinion of some value on the working of certain laws and on 
the possibility of increasing their efficiency. It was to be ho that the 
voice of the Bradford Incorporated Law Society would be in the 
councils of other professionai societies on such questions, but to that end 
unity in the “a was necessary. It was to promote that 
unity that they met that night, and they needed all help they 
could get, especially from those who might very well consider that the 
time had come when they might rest from their labours. 


UNITED LAW SOCIETY. 


Dec. 6.—Mr. C. W. Williams in the chair.—Mr. Neville Tebbutt moved 
Dot mee of = ey J udge Sir ae ba — diel ek, 

ipple (L. T., Nov. 13, 1897) was wrong. . G. D. 0} 
and the debate was continued by Messra C. H. Kirby, A. W. Marks, and 
W. F, Symonds; Mr. Tebbutt . The motion was lost by two 
votes. Mr. W. F. Symonds mo ‘That the decision of Mr. Justice 
Wright in Wilkinson and Wife v. Downton (1897, 2 Q. B. 57) was wrong.”’ 
Mr. C. H. Kirby opposed, and the debate was continued x Messrs. A. W. 
Marks, and 8S. E. Hubbard; Mr, Symonds replied. The motion was 
lost by two votes. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, London, on Wednesday, 
the 8th inst., Mr. Henry Morton Cotton in the chair. The other directors 

resent being Messrs. W. F. nay eS = Brook, Robert 

uanliffe, Grantham R. Dodd, Samuel Harris ( ), John Hunter, 
John H. Kays, F. Rowley Parker, Henry Roscoe, Sidney Smith, R. W. 
Tweedie, F. T. Woolbert, and J. T. Scott (secretary). A sum of £310 
was distributed a of relief, four new members were admitted to 
the association, other general business transacted. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
COUNTY COURTS ACT, 1888. 
AnnvaL Vacation at OnrisTmas. 


I, Hardinge Stanley, Baron Halsbury, Lord h Chancellor of Great 
Britain, pursuant to ‘‘ The County Courts _ 1888, and all other powers 
enabling me in that behalf, do hereby the offices of the 
County Courts may be closed every year, until further order, on the 
following days (not including preg Bare : On the da 

Day, the Bank Holiday following tmas Day, the two days next 
after the Bank Holiday. 

Given under my hand this 3rd day of December, 1897. 
Haussvry, 0. 


TRANSFER OF ACTIONS. 
Orpsr or Court. 
Thursday, the 2nd ish ¢ Doves, 107. . 
I, Hardinge Stanley, Baron Halsbury, Lord bancellor of Grea 
Britain, do hereby Order that the Actions mentioned in the Schedale 
hereto shall be transferred to the Honourable Mr. Justice Wright. 


SCHEDULE. 
Mr. J Kekewich (1897—D.—No. 1,869). 
In fd The Deburgo 8S Wheel Limited 


T 
th- Western Bank, ited y The Devargo Spring Wheel Company, 
Limited. Hatssvry, O. 
Orpsr or Court. 
Monday, the 6th day of Pocember, Seer. 

I, Hardinge Stanley, Baron Halsbury, Lord Chancellor of Great 
Britain, do ‘hereby Order that the Action nd Hifned in the Schedule 
hereto shall be transferred to the Honourable Mr. Justice Wright. 

SCHEDULE. 
Mr. Justice North (1897—S.—No. 4,262). 
John Charles Tucker Steward v The Mayfair Property Co 








WARNING TO InTENDING HovsE cvecuneee anp Lzsssrs.—Before pur- 
chasing or a house, have 
T and U Carter 
gets Pg 
(Established 21 years.)—[Apvr.] 
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LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 
Mr. Hiram Suaw Witxrnson, barrister, Crown Advocate at Shanghai, 
has been appointed Judge of Her Majesty’s Court for Japan. 


Mr. Joun Fosrar Srevens, of the Bengal Civil Service, has been 
appoiated a Judge of the High Court of Judicature at Fort William, in 
Bengal, in succession to Mr. Beverley, who has retired. 


INFORMATION WANTED. 

Major-Gen. Wruttam Brooxe Tuomson, deceased.—Any person able to 
give information as to whether a Will was made by the deceased is 
requested to communicate with Mesers. Burton, Yeates, & Hart, 23, 
Surrey-street, London, W.C. 


GENERAL. 

The Attorney-General will preside at the annual general meeting of the 
Barristers’ Benevolent Association, which will be held in Lincoln’s-inn- 
hall on Wednesday, the 15th inst., at 4.30, when all members of the bar 
are invited to attend. 

Among those who have accepted invitations to be present at the con- 
— dinner to be given by the Northern Circuit to Mr. Justice 

igham at the Hotel Métropole on Saturday, the 18th inst., on his recent 
elevation to the bench, are the Lord Chief Justice, the Speaker, Lord 
Justice Collins, Mr. Justice Wright, Mr. Juetice Kennedy, and Mr. 
Justice Ridley. 

Ata meeting of the members of the Institute of Bankers held on the 
1st inst., Mr. Robert Williams, M.P., delivered his inaugural address as 

ent. In the course of it he referred to the Land Transfer Act, 1897, 
which, he said, might perhaps be of the greatest importance to them as 
bankers, modifying very considerably their present practice as to equitable 
mortgage by deposit of title deeds. 

The members of the South-Eastern Circuit entertained Mr. Justice 
Channell at a congratulatory dinner at the Trocadero Restaurant on 
Tuesday last, in celebration of his recent elevation to the bench. A con- 
siderable number of both the past and present members of the circuit 
assembled. Mr. Arthur Cohen, Q.C., occupied the chair, and among those 

resent were Lord Justice A. L. Smith, Lord Justice Vaughan Williams, 

. Justice Mathew, Mr. Justice Day, the Attorney-General, the Solicitor- 
General (Sir R. Finlay, Q.C , M.P.), and Sir E. Clarke, Q.C., M.P. 

At the Mansion-house police-court on the 3rd inst., says the Times, 
Percy Haigh Senior was summoned for unlawfully and falsely pretending 
on two occasions that he was duly qualified to act asa solicitor. Mr. \. 
O. Humphreys, solicitor, prosecuted on behalf of the Incorporated Law 

; Mr. G. L. Bannerman, barrister, appeared for the defendant. 
Mr. Humphreys said that in March, 1897, Mr. Hammond, a boot manu- 
facturer at Norwich, advertised for a promoter to convert his wife’s busi- 
ness into a limited company. He received a reply froma Mr. Somerville. 
At Easter Mr. Somerville visited Norwich and arranged that he would 
form the business into a limited company, and later on he wrote asking 
Mr. Hammond to come to the office of his solicitor, Mr. Senior, in 
Salters’-hall-court, Cannon-street. Mr. Hammond went there, and Mr. 
Somerville introduced the defendant to him as his solicitor. An agreement 
was executed by Mr. Somerville, and it was witnessed by the defendant. 
lh witnessing the agreement the defendant described himself as a solicitor. 
Suveequently Mr. Hammond found that the defendant was not a solicitor, 
as he had been struck off the rolls. Mr. Hammond thereupon communi- 
cated with the Incorporated Law Society, and these proceedings were 
taken. The defendant was bankrupt in 1892. The defendant was 
admitted a solicitor in 1486. He was practising at Nottingham, and the 
last. certificate which he had expired in November, 1891. He was 
suspended for four years from practice in April, 1893, and he was struck 
off the rolls in December, 1894, consequent upon a conviction at Wolver- 
hampton for offences under the Bankruptcy Act and for obtaining 15,000 
cigars by false pretences, he being sentenced to fifteen months’ imprison- 
ment. On the 27th of July there was red a company ed the 
Atlas Exploration Oo. (Limited), the nominal capital of which was 
£10,000. The defendant s his name as a shareholder in the 
company, and described himself as a solicitor. Mr. Bannerman, for the 
defendant, urged that the offence was merely a technical one, and that 
the justice of the case would be met by yam Sad nominal penalty only. 
The Lord Mayor said he should fine the defendant £5 for each offence, 
with £5 5s. costs on the firet and £3 3s. costs on the second. 











COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Rora or Registrars 1s ATTENDANCE ON 









Date. Aprza. Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No. 2. Nosgrs. Srra.ive. 
Monday, Dec. ............... 18 Me. Pugh Mr, Pemberton Mr. Jackson 
Tuesday ........... 14 Lavie Ward Carrington 
ae. 16 Lath i Carringto 
iP petidbredbadavecectes ny 
sepivicdbebeddbcbeorsecees 17 4 Pemberton Jackson 
I wicedpensces copncoescces 18 Lavie Ward Carrington 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Kexewion. Romer. Bras. 
Bolt Beal Farmer 
Bolt Beal Farmer 
Rolt Beal Farmer 





THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 

Dec. 13.—Messrs. Cirupsox & Jouwson, at the Mart, at 2, Freehold Residences at Balham 
and Six Leasehold Houses, prod £154 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Norris, 
Allens, & Chapman, London. (See advertisement, this week, p. 3.) 

Dec. 14.—Messrs. Caritxe & Sox at Cambridge, at 12, Law and other Books; also 759 
ounces of Antique Silver. i Messre. Whitehead, Todd, & King, Cambridge. 
(See advertisement, this work. BS) 

Dec. 16.—Measrs. H. E. Fostex & Cranrizxp, at the Mart, at 2 p.m. : 

REVERSIONS 
, 


To £1,000, out of a Trust Estate value £20,000; lady aged 76. Solicitors, 
Messrs! Harley Holt, Hulbert & Hubbard, of London, 

To £1,200, being first charge upona Trust Estate secured upon Iadia Stock and 

Premise in St. John’s Wood; lady aged 55. Solicitor, E. M. 


one-fourth of pees Somaetion afm peeiating 2009 per nae ; 
lady aged 59. Solicitors, Carnegie, -» London, an: essrs. e8- 
worth & Co., Settle, Yorks, - 

To one-fourth share of a Trust Estate, value £65,000; two ladies aged 61 and 69, 


IE 





vided lad 68 predecease one of them, and tleman aged 26 sur- 
ee the rally bated of 61 and 69. Solicitor, H. Stanley-Jones, Esq., 
To one-third of a Fand, value £9,000; ladyaged 64. Solicitor, H. Stanle y- 


Jones, Eeq:, London. 
To one-fifth of a Trust Estate, value £6,280, in Railway Stocks; lady 68, 
vided ey ae Fe auive her; with Policy. Solicitors, srs. 


Reader 
To Freehold and Copyhold Property in Sussex, value £1,430; on the decease of 
two a 63 and 58, and a lady over 80 years. Solicitor, H. W. 
To £2,812 Three-and-a-half per Cent. India Stock, Standing in Court ; lady aged 
59. Solicitors, Messrs. Langham, Son, & Douglas, of Hastings and 


S 


London. 
To one-fifteenth of £2,000 in Co jon Stock; lady aged 62. Also one- 
Senet 62 G0088 a8 hove; yaged 71. Solicitors, Messrs. J. H. Peters & 


Orme, 
REVERSIONARY LIFE INTEREST : 
85, on decease of -his mother aged 77, in Freehold Property at 
Coventry and Leicester, producing £329 per annum; with Policy for £3,000. 
” Solicitor, E. Kimber, Esq., London. 
Of £3,000, payable on the death of lady aged 75, provided a lady 48 survive 
her; with Policy. Solicitors, Messrs. Clayton, Sons, & nee hy ped 
For £2,000, £2,000, £2,000, £1,500, £1,000, £1,000, £1,000, £1,000, £999 19s., £500, 
£500. Solicitors, Mi jock. 


; Brooks, & Danb Lond, Mose, W y Lenten; Sames Thom 
sons, A H e arren, un! er, - 
don; and Henry Horsiield, Keq., Barnsley. 

(See advertisements, this week, back page.) 


RESULT OF SALE. 


+ c. C. 4 ?. esos ao offered a ite gow 4 property 
e greater part of which s oc! roperty in Si: regent 3 e-end, realized 
£1,750; houses in Tottenham £1,130. The im total was about £5,000. F 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gaszette.—Fatpvay, Dec. 3. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

Luwrrep 1 CaancEny. 


Bezstox Prevmatic Tyne Co, Limrrep—By an order made by Wright, J., dated Nov 17, 
it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the company be continued. Stroud, 
19 and 20, Holborn viaduct, solor for ‘ 

CuatTuam Pusuisuinc Co, Limitep— for winding up, presented Nov 29, directed to 
be heard on Dec 15. Piesse & Son, 15, Old Jewry chbrs, solors for petners. Notice of 

ing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


14 

Carppce Cazex Piowsers, Linrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 30, directed to be 

heard on Dec 15. Robbins & Co, Surrey House, Victoria Embankment, solors for 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in 
afternoon of Dec 14 : 

Durrox Mixixe Co, Lumrzp—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 17, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr William 
ooee, ee nr Appleby, Westmorland. Lazonby & Strong, Wigton, Cumberland, 

Howanrp Suipsurtvina Co, Sanene ae Liquipatiox)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Jan 15, to send their names otivens, on8 the gartetion of Sele bts or 
claims, to Mr yn BI Sogou, Maldon, Essex, Manager. Beaumont & 

for liqui 

Loxpow axp Grose Fixance Corporation, Lawrrep (Incorporatep 1x 1895)—Creditors 
are ny = = ply beng eg! to send their names and addresses, and the 
of their debts or to Whitaker Wright, 15, Austin friars, the company ha 
been as and Globe Corporation, Limited. Burn 
Berridge, Old Broad st, solors to liquidator 

New Avstix Gotp Mixzs, are ri on or before Dee 18, to send 
their names and and the their debts or to James 

Bomarvall, 39, 0s hill. y, Jan 18, at 12, is appointed for hearing 


and adjudicating upon and 
ee eenas eee Dr an ardor smote by Wright, J., dated Nov 11, it was ordered 
y be voluntarily wound up. Shaw & Co, Gray’s inn sq, agents for 








Bertwistle, , solor for pstng creditors 

Norra Leicesrsnsaise Brewery Co, Liurrsp—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 
18, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
oe ee 

lor 

West AvsTBaLian LORING AND Fivawoz Corporation, Limitep —Creditors are 
somuions on or before Jan 19, to send _their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Whitaker Wright, 15, friars company ha 


Austin 
been reconstituted as the Finance Corporation, Limited Burn 
Berridge, Old Broad st, solors for liquidator 
County Pavative or Lancaster. 
Luurep mm CHanosry. 
‘ » Co, Lr —Petn for winding u ted Nov 29, directed 
— Meant ck Be Gocngee Hall, Liverpool, on Dec iat 10 RL re Groves, “, Cor- 
Manchester, agent . B. Pownall, ler Lyne, solor to petar 
otioe of appearing must Sees the above-named not later than 2 o’clock in the after- 
noon of Dec 11 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Psauanent Kenstveton Society, Half-Way House, Kensington, Liverpool Nov 10 
81 Ganmon igeus Basasent Society, Bose and Crown, Grainnrhyd, Llanarmon-yn- Yale, 
Denbigh Nov 
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London Gazette —Toxspay, Dec. 7. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIBS. 
Lorrep mr Cuarcerr. 


eck’s ADVERTISER, LimiTEeD (eee go —Creditors are required, on or before Jan 18, 
= send their names and , and the particulars of their 
John Nichols, 23a, Regent rage 
CenTRaAL CYCLE Pe poop ae raington Co, ages [Pye o> Raw one eget, on 
or before Jan 20, their names and a and the particulars of debts 
or claims, to Wi Wilion Booth Booth, Lion chbrs, Kirkgate, Bradford. Ratcliffe & Durrance, 
Bradford, solors for liquidator 
Goote Rorery anv Suir Cuanpieay Co, Liurrep—Creditors are voy ey Bn or before 
Dec 30, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of sir dsbts or claims, 
to G. W. Townend, Carlisle chmbrs, Goole. E. & T. Clark, he Soe, solors to liquidator 
SECURITIES REALIZATION Corporation, Lamirzp—By an order made by 
dated Nov 25, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the corpora 
continued. Munns & Longden, Old Jewry, slore for petnrs 
Soctan Wortp Newsprare nary ane souuieel. on or before Jan 17, 
a and the pattionlom of their debts or claims, to 
by eg A = 156, Brook rd, ‘Stoke Newington. Hannay, 54 and 55, Coleman 
3 oder or liqui 
Wirtas Tortey & Soxs, Limirep—Petn for winding up, directed to be heard on Dec 
Deacon & Co, 9, Great St Helen’s, solors for petng creditors. Notice of appear- 
ing must reach the sbove-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Dec 18 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Hepow Samaritan Society, Horse and Jockey Inn ane Yt Nov 24 
Don Frrexpiy Soctery, St James’ Schoolroom, St ie deena 


aft 
ait 
Fae. 








UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.- Fuipay, Nov. 26. 
Auten, Any, Edgbaston, Birmingham Jan 14 Mogford, Birmingham 
Besepuam, Wituiam, Hull Jan5 Scatcherd & Co, Leeds 


Berwic K, , ame, © fy ke Right Hon Henry Ricuanrp Nox. Hix, Attingham Park, Shropshire 
Dec ms, Lincoln’sinn fields 
Bera: 7 , B+ 2 pwic, Rio de Janeiro, Brazil Dec 24 Isaac Bradley & Co, 
irmingham 
Borwick, ALrrep, Whitehall mansions Jan1 Houghton & Son, New Broad st 


Burxxnory, Jony, Gloucester Dec 31 Grimes, Glocester 
Baewertor, Mizuicent Le Gay, Ipswich Dec 24 Kersey, Ipswich 
Davinson, Cuartes Ropert, Nottingham, Doctor Dec18 Browne & Son, Nottingham 


ae ams Francis James, Frankwell, Shrewsbury, Salop, Painter Dec 18 Bowdler 
ury 
Camac, Tuomas, Chard, Somerset Dec 31 James & James, Ely pl 


Canter, Wituiam, Cookridge, nr Leeds, Farmer Dec20 Denham, Leeds 

Conus, Witt1am, Woodnesborough, Kent, Market Gardener Dec 31 Bradley, Dover 
Cazexy, Rev Wiit1am Freperic, Norwich Jan 8 Bensley & Bolingbroke, Norwich 
Davies, James, Knighton, Radnor Jan 24 Green & Nixson, Knighton 

Day, Bexsamiy, Colchester Dec 15 Wittey & Denton, Colchester 

Dons, Atrrep Grorae, Brighton Jan7 Hurford & Taylor, Bedford row 

Gerre, Mania JAne, Stratford, West Ham Dec 24 Hillearys, Fenchurch bldgs 
> Wituiam, Hatton, Warwick, Wood Turner Dec 31 Wratislaw & Thompson, 


Harv ey Fn REDERICK Henny, Brixton hill, Architect Jan 1 Biggs & Co, Lincoln’s inn 


. Me as, Hounslow Jan 14 Gowing & Co, Finsb 

— eenaee, Stuttgart, Wurtemburg, Solicitor Ata Harston, Bishopsgate 
8 

shames, Saens, Rotherham, York, Tailor Dec 31 Pashley & Hodgkinson, Rother- 


Jounson, Witt1AM, Dryhurst, Disley, Chester Jan1 Vaughan, Stockport 
Joxes, Evizanetu, Leamington Dec 25 Thos Jones, 
wouven, Tom, Heaton Norris, Lanes, Watchmaker Dec 30 Sidebotham & Sidebotham, 


tockport 
ep Le ee Woodchurch, Chester, Licensed Victualler Dec 27 Thompson & Co, 
ir! 
cover, hoy Mountfitchet, Essex, Builder Dec 30 Baker & Thorneycroft, Bishop’s 
Levy, Hennierra, Minories Dec 22 Frost, Leadenhall st 
LitTLEDALE, ag fe South Kensington Dec 381 Littledale & Lefroy, King’s 


Bench walk. 
Lonam, WALTER hina Ashburton, Devon, Grocer Dec 20 Friend & Co, Exeter 





Lusotpr, Pav, Lewisham, Commission Merchant Dec 81 Selim, Mincing lane 
Mepca.r, Towxusy, Birkenhead Dec 27 Thompson & Co, Birkenhead 

Maxson, Eun, Stratford, West Ham Dec 2 Hillearys, Fenchurch bldgs 

Met.on, Cxzcri, Lower Bebington, Chester, Cotton Merchant Dec 31 Winder, Bolton 
aa, Jou» Sruart Crossis, New Kentrd Dec3i Williams & James, Norfolk st, 


Onmonroyp, Heyry, Girlington, Bradford Dec 24 Freeman, Bradford 

Paice, Mary Sorni, Bocking, Braintree Dee 3i Street & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Ricu, Marx Rixewoop, Bow Dec 81 Beck, East India avenue 

Ricuer, Groner, Beddington, Surrey Dec 20 Burton & Dickinson, Wakefield 
Rosixsonx, Taomas, Stanhope, Durham, Draper Dec 24 Thompson, Stanhope 

Sumrsoy, Mancarerta, Manningham, Bradford Dec 3i Gardiner & Jeffery, Bradford 
Swany, Heyry Joun, Cambridge, Brick Maker Dec 31 Ginn & Matthew, Cambridge 
Syxzs, Joun Percy, Calverley, York, Engineer Dec 29 Wm Steward & Sons, Leeds 
Tamusen, Pavt, Crouch End Jani5 Tyler, Gracechurch bldgs 

Semen, Wines Gateshead, Durham, Builder Dec 30 Clayton & Gibson, New- 
Wruct, Mant Axx, Nantwich, Cheshire, Coachbuilder Deo 25 Whittingham, Nant- 


Wauirenesp, Epwarp, Leicester Dec 28 G Stevenson & Son, Leicester 
Youne, Gzroraz, Bath Jan3i Chesterman, Bath 
London Gasette.—Turspay, Nov. 30. 
Avupstey, Ext, and Orive Aupstzey, Leeds Dec23 Middleton & Bons, Leeds 
Austex, Heyny Hezexian, Northfleet, Kent Jani Tolhurst & Co, Gravesend 
Barry, Maratras, St Helen’s, Lancs, Butcher Dec 31 Brewis, 8t Helens 
Baooxs, Fraycis Wanyer, Holl Jani5 Thorney & Son, Hull 
Carrer, Rosert, Maidenhead Dec 81 Savery & Stevens, Brabant ct, Philpot In 
Ciemrrson, Rossrt, Leatherhead, Surrey Dec 31 Herbert, Cork st, Burlington grins 
Cuttum, Heyay, Worthing Dec 31 Pitchforth & Co, Bucklersbury 
Curngty, Louisa, Bedale, York Jan 1 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 
Curtis,” Witi1am, Fernham, nr Farmgdon, Berks, Farmer Dec 18 Jotcham & Son 


Davirs, Mary Any, Hackney Dec 31 Makinson & Co, Devereux bldgs, Temple 
Daviss, Francis Virzy, Dulwich Jan7 Crossfield, Mark In 

Gyuer, Roperts, Walthamstow Jan1 Houghton & Son, New Broad st 

Hanrrpuam, Janz, Ipswich Reginald Bridger, Ipswich 

Heap, Wx, Lyndhurst, Corn Merchant Jan 20 Coxwell & Pope, Southampton 

Hewes, Gzorce, Nottingham, Gardener Dec 31 Hodgkinson, Newark on Trent 
Jowzs-Brrom, Wittiam Ricnarp, Leek, Staffs Dec 30 Bockett & Co, Lincoln’s inn 


Kiiuice, Wri114M, Ewell, Surrey, Builder Jan2 Miller & Co, Salters’ hall court 
Lawrence, Tuomas, East Lulworth, Dorset, Farmer Dec 18 Trevanion & Co, Poole 


McLezop, Mary, and Tuomas pte McLxop, Ross, Hereford JanS Sanderson & J 
K Weatherhead, n Tweed 
Seenahed James GronaE, Chesterton rd, Notting Hill Jan 11 Cooper & Bake, Portmanst 


Newsovtp, Fraycis, Eastbourne Feb1 Henry & Alfred Maxfield, Sheffield 

Newron, Mrs Janz, Shardlow, Derby Dec 30 Eking & Wyles, Nottingham 

crete, Perer Waicut, Quarry Colwall, nr Gt Malvern Jan 7 Earle & Co, Man- 
Picov, Figpesnee Carurnins, St Leonards on Sea Dec28 H Astley Roberts, Circus 


ury circus 
Rareiit, Frayxces, Southport Jan 31 Chapman & Co, Manchester 


Russ, Exvizasets, Swansea Jan1 Strick & Co, Swansea 
Suorrock, Curistopner, Moss Bridge, Darwen, Cotton Spinner Jan 1 Costeker, 
Sack, Frepericx, Rotherham, York, Printer Jan10 Oxley & Coward, Rotherham 
SiavenTsr, Wi1114M, Surrey st, Strand Dec 30 Aitchison, N 
Burra, Gronox FuxpEaice Av y Ben bem Newcastle upon Tyne Jan 10 Sn ree & Turn- 
STEePHENnson Tous, Hales, Durham pees pagel, Setiagiee 
Tuomas, DLA = ge to Dee i1 
Warreuscos, The Rev Canon W ma Go Bei Dec 31 Burne & Wykes, 

HITELEGGE. 1 

Lincoln's inn fields 

Witsow, Josava, Leeds Jan 25 Simpson & Simpson, Leeds 











BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Faivay, Dec. 8. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Aspatt, Joun Inxerman, Northsea, Portsmouth, Pig 
Dealer Portsmouth Pet Nov30 Ord Nov 30 


Ord Nov 29 
Haeus, Tempte Layrox, 
Court Pet Nov 25 
io, Se Henry, 


Ord Nov 30 


| Gonpemm | Gacome, Eiagreet, Ges, Builder Bristol we eee! Wandsworth 
Goxbuas, Simox, Leeda, Master Tailor Leeds Pet Nov 29 | Mitizn, 


9 

os - , Innkeeper Preston Pet Nov 
ov 

st, Bloomsbury Monae, pe Sate, Beate Nantwich Pet Nov 30 


Ord Nov 
h Court Nov 4 | Mo’ J and Tuomas Morar Here- 
“— muta’ te Builders Hereford Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 
, Cheesemonger High Court 


Atstox, Ricnarp, Preston, Innkeeper Preston Pet Nov Nov 30 

30 Ord Nov 30 Hauuett, Avrrep, East Chelborough, Dorset, Blacksmith Pangere, rene 
Bacoy, Cuarves Irvine, Brighton Brighton Pet Nov 30 Yeovil Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 Pot Hov 17 : 

Ord Nov 30 HAcarrt, 0 Or NOD Dorchester | Psacock, Eowarp Gsonos, W: eee oge Nam, Fish- 
Batpwix, Anna Cote Part, Oaksey, Wilts Swindon Pet Nov 30 Nov 30 . — 3 . 

et Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 Harrison, Rrowarp, nr Wigan, Fireman | Piarse, Parr ano Vixcent Gttuow, Beeston. 

Bo.uert, Arrep, King William st HighCourt Pet Nov inna Waste i Pond Dec Somersets, Coal Mer- me. — oe ay ot ee all, Clerk 

4 Ord Nov 30 covilPet Nov Ord Hull. “Bet Deo “Ord Ord Dee 1 


Bu 
— — Boot Manufacturer Bristol Pet Ho Ro a, Hexay, 


Pet Ni 


lov 27 Sond Hor 37 
Huddersfield 


ae SS teats Horse | Po J. Imperial arcade, circus 
P wane a AM Tandgate 
High Court "Fe ~g AR, 


CuamBERLaiy, Witurau, New Kent rd, Commission Agent 
oot! Co Bet Nov 30 Ord Nov'30 Ives, Beane, Pet Nov 29 | Paice, ee See Pet Oct 25 
PER, —— jun ock eshire, Black- 
3 emith Nantwich Pet Novs0 Ord Nov so” Funmap, Seen Ronan, Last Leeds Pet Nov27 Ord Ruonaaowon, HW, Upper, Gs : 3, Beyeemen ey Fows 
art, Harry Burier,and Beanarp Baryert, Notting- | Jo Joun, Merthyr Tydfil, Baker Merthyr Tydfil Pet | Roserrsoy, Jony, Agent High 
ham, Cricket Outfitters Nottingham Pet Dec1 Ord “Nov2) Ord Nov22.. - Court ‘Pet Jon, Harsngay, : 
Kixe, Anraus Henry, Cheapside, Merchant High Court | Rossaaw, Eavest Aurazp Hamitton, Great Grimsby, 
Darr, | and Harry Butizer Dart, Nottingham Pet Oct 27 Ord Dec1 Grocer Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 
. Nottingham Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 Krier: Goce, Doane See % Club Proprietor | Roscor, some, a oo Sestee Ei 
warps, Josnua, Llandovery, Carmarthenshire, Butcher Court 
Carmarth Maneisox, W. Darfield, Yorks, Miner Barnsley | Rowianps, Tuomas, Walnut Tree Bridge,Glam Ponty« 
Sere owe Nov 29. Ord Nov 29 pridd Pet Nov 30 OrdNov30 


Pearyiey, Tous, Boleey, Yorks, Painter Bradford Pet Stele 
Nov 30 Ord Ni 





Importers High Court | Samson, Gavin 





rom, Cuanuas, } 5, Vandpot, Hants, Baker Portsmouth J Meee 2 o, Fenchurch st, Grocers High Court Soares, Gacnen, Eigemem, Accountant Nottingham 


Dec 1 
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York, Butcher. Dews - 
Pet Nov9 Ord Nov 


Seurra, Horacs Merrie, Buston rd, Solictor High 
Court Pet July 10 Nov 11 


Smetzy, Weis Herny, Kingston Painter 
Hull Pet Nov 12 bt per Nov 29 
Gury, 5 on, A’ , Innkeeper Aberdare Pet Nov 29 
ov 


ee — Great Grimsby Great Grimsby Pet Nov 

30 ‘ov 

‘Wanp, Jossrn, Birmingham Birmingtam Pet Nov 30 
Ord Nov 30 


Suzp, Jous Wit.1am, Li 
bury 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
/ 3 = redone: oe of Nov. 30: “ 
AME, JOSHUA pripes, Eastbourne, Boarding ouse 
Keeper Eastbourne Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 
FIRST MEETINGS. 

Atstox, Ricnarp, Fate. Innkeeper Dec 10 at 3 Off 
Ree, 14, Chapel 

ARRANDALE, Epwix, Lanes, Grocer Dec 15 at 3 
Off Rec, Byrom ester 

wae ery, wGuam, Preston Dec 10 at2.30 Off 

Baxgnetr, pho, why nr Sheffield, Draper Dec 10 at 2 
Off lane, Sheffield 

arson Pexrix Wittiam, Maidstone, 


Ca eS Warten, Sheffield, 
10 at 2.30 Off Reo, » Fig d 

Cuampertats, Wittiam, New pe rd, Commission Agent 
Dec 10 at 11 rand Swe st 

os ALBERrt, and wey Cuappe.t, Cardiff Dec 14 


Coors Recmano, 0 a Solicitor Dee 10 at 11.80 24, 


Coorgr, ‘4m, Bournemouth, Hotel Proprietor Dec 
ii at 12.30. “Of Rec, Endless st, Salisbury 

a James ALpenrr, a Butcher, = 23 at 3 

Ree, unetion, High st, Po 
Dasserr, Wiis me pam 9 ea Shinein ~y Cerk 
10 at 2.30 24, Railway a) don Br 

Dowaupsox, Joxny, Walton on erchant 
Dec 10 at 12.30 24, Railway app, Londoee Bri 

Epmuonps, Hexyry Rarry, Devonport, ~~ Dee 14 at 3.30 
Law bestste’e Offices, Athenszeum In. Pl 

Hotzoyp, Toomas Henry, Churwell, or Horse Dealer 
Dec 15 at 12 Off Ree, 22, Park row, 

Hortow, Wriuram, and abe Hortow Kinver, <oged 
Farmers 10 atll Off Rec, ‘Wolverhampton st 
Jonzs, Aurrep, Selsey, Sussex Dec 13 at 3 Dolphin 
Hotel, Chichester ° 


-Mstz, Josreu, Stoke Newington, Umbrella eae, 
Dee 10 at 11 en bldgs, Carey 

Musvry, Jou», Brixton Bootmaler “Dee 13 at-11.30 
24, Railway app London 

Moxs, Wirti1am Hewnry, Linver ed, Parson’s gn, Commer- 
cial Clerk Dec bldgs, Carey st 


Brapssaw, 


10 at 2.30 
Morais, Jonx, and Tuomas Morais, Here- 
Builders nate 5 Ome at Hereford 
5 HW, U Bryanston Cte + 2 


Dec 10 at 
Rernowps, yen, ‘Alacer! aaa ‘Chenire, Cheese Ch 
Factor “ a 


Dec 10 at 3.30 yrom 
Sauriey, Wittiam Henny soinmanes tak Passe, Painter 


prea eOat lt Off Reo, Aare Hull 
W ART, ‘ARLES Nice, Victoria st, Westminster Dec 
sro em, Dern Be fy 
KDALE, GrorGE, Isatll Of . 
Park row, Leeds ater 


Tame, Josuva Aupringz, Eastbourne, Boarding h 
“ at3 Offices of Coles & Sons, Beaside 


Tate, Oa tee Elland Yorks, Market + ed Dec 10 
— il 8 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 
a ae ZORGE ous Guass, Manchest 
- +, Dee 10 at 8 Off Rec, Byrom st st, Manchester gh 
‘ALSH, Joun wrence, Liverpool, Com: Promote 
Dec 13 at 12 Off Rec, 35, Vietoria st, Liverpoo! si, 
Westwoop, Cuan.es Joux, Wanstead, —> Contractor 
Dec 15at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Amended notices substituted for those published i 
London Gazette of Nov. >: me 


Brooks, Wiii1Am a Dense, Well, P 
ont cence Dec 9 at 


Burtt, Gores, Jattord, Gas Fitter Dee 9at3 Off Reo, 
chmbrs, Temple avenue 1 


Dvucxwo Wim Henry, Shaw, Lan ~ 

chant Sat3 Off " has clieneas 
ADJUDICATIONS. 

Assatt, Jonn Ixxenman, Northsea, Portsmouth, Pi 

pe = th re Ord Nov 30 ws 
row, Ricnarp, Preston, 

: = "Ord Nov 3) m nnkeeper Preston Pet Nov 

ALDWIN, Anna Cote -~ Oaksey, Wilts Swi 
Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov — 


Bexoiemyen, Josern Wireram, Oxford st, Tail 
ascot, Bet Oct 18 Ord Nov 29 . oxen 
» Harry Bourisr, an ERNARD Baryerr, Notting- 
ham, Sports Outfitters Nottingham Pet Dec 1 Ord 


Dart, Ricuarp, and Harry Butter Darr, Nottingham 
Nottingham Pet Nov 30 Ord. Nov 320. - 
Dowatpsox, Joux, Walton on Thames, Coal Merchant 
Surrey Pet Nov 2 Ord Nov 30 
ae Tae mee Bungay, Suffolk Great Yarmouth 
os e-0 = aa Butcher Carmarthen Pet 

Fearnusy, Jouy + a Yorks, Pain’ radf 
a Tae Be 
Foran’ tS ie Landport, Baker Portsmouth Pet Dec 1 


Foxau, Gzonez, Stableford, nr Bridgnorth, Salop, Car- 
Se feromss” sect bowtSnndacer Brit 
Pet Nov 17 Ord Decl’ 


Goutp, Axxrs Exizasera, Oxford st Cheltenham Pet 
Bept 27 Ord Nov 29 
—-\ yw | Dorset, Cutler Dorchester 


‘ov 30 Ord Ni 
Hasraison, Ricnarp, Platt Bridge, nr Wigan, Fireman 
Wi Pet Decl Ord Decl 


Hitsorxe, Wittr1am, jun, Somerton, Somersets, Coal 
Merchant Y Pet Nov30 Ord Nov 30 
iuge, Taomas Tamas, Chi 
Leeds Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 
Ives, Nomuax, Huddersfield Huddersfield Pet Nov 29 
Ord 
es Tuomas Harvey, Leeds Leeds Pet Nov 27 Ord 


rif 
Joxzs, Joux, Merthyr al Baker Merthyr Tydfil Pet 
Nov 29 Ord Nov 
Katoh Gert“! oper st, Golden sq, Club Proprietor 
Pet Decl Ord Decl 
Mansion, Wiiam, Darfield, CY aa Miner Barns- 
ley Pet Nov29 Ord Nov 
a —y ae, =3 ert Lancs, Innkeeper Pres- 
‘ov 30 
Butcher Nantwich Pet Nov 30 


Morzis rte = Taomas Morais ie, Here- 
tordshire * Builders Hereford “ee oe Ord 


Nov 
am Soe, Live Faverpesi, Bread Dealer Liverpool Pet 


Nuceyt, Heyry , i Joux, Aylburton Lodge, 
Lydney, Glos, Poultry Farmer Newport, Mon Pet 
Nov 23 Ord Decl 

Otrvier, A C 8 — st, Regent st High Court Pet 
Aug 28_ Ord Dee 


ug Fish 

Peacock, Epwarp iin Mt my Ey = fms same, Fish- 
mi Bridgwater Pet Nov 29 

Piarer, Pair Epwarp Viscent Giiiow, Besston, Notts 
Nottingham Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Piumuer, James Epwarp, 


upon Hull, Clerk 
upon Hull Pet Dee 1 

Roserts, WItiiamM, bea Potato Merchant Walsall 
Pet Nov 25 

Boseeseey, so ee Vitele st, Commission Agent 
Hig’ et Deol Ord Deo i 

mt Re. ALFRED AR Great Grimsby, 
Grocer GreatGrimsby Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 

Scriven, Georor, Ni , Accountant Nottingham 
Pet Dec1 Ord Dec 1 


we &., y Fongf 
Ord Nov 30 


Surptey, WiILtiAM as Kingston w + Painter 
Kingston upon “bet Nov 12 Ord Dee 
” | Save, Sem & Atendans | Innkeeper Aberdare Pet Nov 29 
SMEATON, Ae Wombwell, Yorks, Bootmaker Barnsley 
Swiss Binelnghes, Slvermnith Bimingham Pet 
WAY, versmi 
Oct 28 "Ord Nov 30 


Tuorntor, Tom, Gt Grimsby Gt Grimsby Pet Nov 30 
Ord Nov 30 


Touuiy, Jawz Ruopa, Kirkandrews on Eden, Cumberland 


Wee Ph Oct 12 Ord Deo 1 aan 
ARD, JOSEPH, Birmingham ov 
Ord Decl” 


Amended notice substituted io ae 4 eget in the 
London Gazette of 


Tams, Josuua ALprRIves, = a ouse 
Keeper Hastbourne bet Nov ar Ord Nov 27 


Nore.—Re Epwarp Ry. High Court. me A. Notice of 
Adjudication published in the London Gazette 
of Nov. 26 is ie a eacaiied. 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Mieue i, Epwiy, Worth, Three Bridges, Sussex, General 
Dealer Tunbridge Wells Adjud Nov 7, 1893 -Annul 


Oct 13 
London Gasette.—Tusrspayr, Dec. 7. 
RECEIVING — 

Bscxztt, Caartes Rooszr, Dalton Forman, Lone 
Timber Merchant Ulverston Pet Dec 3 Dec3 

Berrs, Jaugrs, St Peter’s, Kent, Schoolmaster Canterbury 
Pet Dec 3 Ord Dec 3 

BILLineTon, La Salford, at, Provision Dealer 
Salford Nov 22 Ord Dec 

Browne, Rat, — Doctor of Medicine Barnet 
Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 

o— By a Richmond, Tailor Wandsworth Pet 


Dec 2 

Dent, Witt1am Arravur Burcorns, Newport, Mon, 
Butcher Newport Pet Dec4 Ord Dec 4 

Dickson, AuBert Epwa , Auctioneer Lei- 

F Win oe x oridee st, Paper Agent High 

REEMAN, WILLIAM, New . 

Court Pet Nov10 Ord Dec 3 

Gress, ArTaur, New at st, Insurance Clerk High 
Court Pet Nov 13 Dec 3 

Grant, Anntz Maria, Polruan, Deyon Plymouth Pet 
Noy 22 Ord Nov 24 

Harpcastie, Jonny Joszrn, Huddersfield Huddersfield 
Pet Dec 4 Ord Dec 4 


eee 5 >, dum, Caledonian rd High Court Pet Aug 
Hayyes, Joun Epwarv, Barrow in Furness, Railway 
Goods Clerk Ulverston Pet Dec 3 Ord Dec 3 
—_ Peans Rorer, Blackpool, Grocer Preston Pet 
3 , 
Hotmes, Epwarp, Oldham, Plumber Oldham Pet Nov 
16 Ord Dec 3 
Hous, Tuomas Wii.14m, Lenton, Notts, Butcher Not- 
Bf a A’ wt 2 oT Ra 
ORWILL, AgTaur Henpert 
Pet Nov 30 Ord Dec3 ” : 
Joxes, Henry, Aberaman, Aberdare, Collier Aberdare 
L aes ane Stone, Kent, Surveyor Rochester 
acey, Taomas WILLIAM, 
Pet Dec3 Ord Dee 3 : 
Laem Sn oreeee High Court Pet Oct 27 
Lak, Burier, Yorks, Coal Merchant Bradford 
Pe Dee? Ort Dea 


Mavupz, Axwis, Brighton Brighton Ord Dec 3 





Monk, Anruun, and Roszrt Atyrzep Harr, St Locmaaty 
‘on Sea, Monumental Masoos Hastings Pet Dec? 


ro Tomas, Swansea, Wheelwright Swansea Pet Dec 
1 
se ~* ole York, Railway Clerk York Pet Dec 3 
Pepuiey, Frepenicxk Wrii1am, West Hartlepool, Plumber 
Sunderland Pet Nov 30 Ord Nov 30 
— ee os Joun, Clerkenwell High Court Pet 


Rippaway, Jouy Golaria , nr Wembworthy, Devon, 
Boad Contractor Exeter’ Pet Dec 4 Ord Dec 4 
lane High Court Pet 
Surra, Agraur, N 


elson, Lancs, Commercial Traveller 
Pet Dec 8 Ord Dec 3 
Sraxes, Witt1e Hammuonp, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet 
Dec 2 Ord Dec 2 . 
Srevexs, Witu1am, Philleigh, Cornwall, Farmer Truro 
Pet Dec1 Ord Dec 1 


Veraa, Carto, Old Compton st, Soho, Club Proprietor 
High Court Pet Oct 25 Ord "Dec 2 

Waven, Rozert, Cardiff, Commission Agent Cardiff Pet 
Novié Ord Nov 30 

Winsrantey, Jauzs, Northwich, Grocer Nautwich Pe 
Dec 3 Ord Dec 


3 
‘Worswop, Samus, bay Yorks, Coal Dealer Bradford 
Pet Dec 2 Ord Dec 
Amended notice voce for that ens in the 
London of Noy 1 
Swann; Epwargp Henry, ewe. Birmingham, f Electro 
Plater Birmingham Pet Oct 28 Ord Nov 16 ; 
FIRST ponte 


Asutey, Rosert Geroraz, Southsea, Hants, C 
Decl4at3 Off Rec, Cambridge Junction, h at, 
Portsmouth 

Bacon nay Irvine, Brighton Dec 15 at12 Off Reo, 
4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Batpwin, Awna Coux Piatt, Oaksey, Wilts Dec 15 at 12 
0 e st, Swindon 


arw, ur Bridgend, Glam, 


Suurrieworrs, Sauve., Huggin 
Nov18 Ord Dec? " 


» 46, 
Bars, Tatas Broox, Blaengarw 
Grocer Dec 16at1l Off 29, Queen st, Cardiff 
Bazxenr, Anne, Leicester, Milliner Dec i4at3 Off Ree, 


st, Leicester 

Bout, Trypnosa = ang, Dartford; Kent, Grocer Dec 20at 
10.30 115, High st, Rochester 

Buuvertr, ss es William st Decil4ati12 Bank- 


y 

Burnett, James, B I Boot paeteens Dec 15 at 
12 Off Rec, Bald win st, Bris 

a Witttam, Birmingham, Wholesale Stationer Dee 
15 at 11 23, Colmore row, ge oa 

Davisoy, James Exxiort, South Shi Draper’s Assis- 
tant Dec 15 at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, New- 


castle on Tyne 
Seeman Ausert Epwanxp, Leicester, Auctioneer Dec 
14 at 12.30 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 


Ewovanp, Samui, iw, Glam, Stationer Dec i6at 





sem 5 OA Jouy i Painter Dec 14 at 11 
Off Rec, 3 St lame ee, B 

Frezrsam, ANTHONY, pete Bolleremith Dee 15 at3 
Off Reo, 8, Albert rd, Middiesborough 

se ep oe New Bridge = Paper Agent Deel4 


Baaoue, Teurvce Layton, Ashley Victoria st, Solicitor 
Dec 14 at 2.30 rd , Carey st 
a, — Henry, Strand Dec i7at12 Bankruptey 


Carey st 

Hanpwick, Tuomas Bisxop, Muiien aan, Queen st Dee 
14 at 12 Plat Carey st 

ep | Rwy tt mee nr Wigan, Firemaa 
Dec 14 16, Wood 


Honsr, fad Teeds Dec ry sr 1 ‘Off Ree, 22, Park row, 
Leeds 


Ives, Norman, Huddersfield ad 16 at 11 Off Reo, 1%, 
John William st, Huddersfield 
Kine, Anruur Henry, yt Merchant Dec 17at 
Bankruptcy bldgs, t 


2. 30 
Krvueer, Gustav, Brewer at, Golden 8q, 4 Proprietor 
Dec 15 at 


2.30 Bankruptcy bl: y st 
Molvos, Franor , Importer Dec 14 atil 


J Mansuaut & Co, Fenchurch st, Grocers Dec 17 atil 
cee, leony Aberaman, Aberdare, Collier Dec bat 


65, High st, 

ongner pew Waksteld, Joiner Dec 14 at 10.30 Of 
ter, Wakefield 

Pare we, York, .~¥ Clerk Dec 20 at 12.15 Of 
Stonegate, York 

es WABD GzorGce, Weston super Mare, Fish 
a D, si 
monger Decl4atil W H Tamlin, High t, Bridg- 


Pearce, Wititam Percy, Stow on the Wold, Glos, Car- 
riage Builder Dec 16 at 3.30 County Court 


Chel! 
Pearson, Jaume Reonat, St Helens, Lancs, Grocer Deo 
15at12 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Prvmwer, James az Kingston a Hull, Clerk 
Dec 14 at 11 Reo. Trinity Hou House In, Hull 
Scnoes, hl Rives, York Dee 20 at 11.30 Court 
couse, Northallerton 
er —— Wittiiam, Liversedge, York, Butcher Dee lf 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, sLaxonuie, fo 
snes, van Vazis Lanapae, Po ridd, Solicitor 


4at2.30 65, 
Wewvaex, Topas, rf ——- Warchouremsn De 
eravexs Warn. Pal om Gorawal, Par Farmer Dee 1606 


Boas, Bo pots: oo "Wagteston, Electro Plater De 


row, Birming! 
Fish Salesman Dee 14at8 & 


Wass AMES, ae 





Wippowson, saan, Seg Derby, Accountant — 


Dec 17 at 1.30 

















wh 


onard’s 
t Dec 2 
Pet Dee 
t Dee 3 
Plumber 
rt =Pet 
po 
at Pet 
Traveller 
eds Pet 
r Truro 
roprietor 
diff Pet 
rich Pet 
Bradford 
in the 
\, Electro 
6; 
enter 

High st, 
Off Reo, 
ec 15 at 2 
Off Ree, 
Dec 20at 
2 Bank- 
Dec 15 at 
oner Dee 


r’s Assis- 
st, New- 


a Dec 
" Dee 16a 
ccountant 
‘iu at il 
oc 15 at3 
at Deold 
t, Solicitor 
ankruptcy 
enst De 
, Firemaa 
Park row, 
ff Rec, 19, 
Dec 17 at 
Proprietor 
ec 14 at il 
Dec 17 at If 
Dee 15 at 
510.30 Of 
(12.15 Of 


Mare. Fish- 
p st, B 


Glos, Car- 
lourt bidgs, 


trocer Deo 
Hull, Clerk 
ull 

1.30 Court 
ner Deelt 


|d, Solicitor 


seman De 
r Dec iba 
Plater De 
e 14at8 & 
Accountast 
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ADJUDICATIONS. 
Bacos, yey Invixe, Brighton Brighton Pet Nov 30 


Boor aa n Grevitie, Bushey St Albans Pet April | 
Ord Nov 

Bout, TayrHosa Janz, putin, Kent, Grocer Rochester 

Pet Nov 23 Ord Dee 
Browne, Hower, Hendon, Doctor of Medicine 
Pet N Nov 30 

Buusts, AurreD, King William st HighCourt Pet Nov | 

Ord Dee 4 


name Witrau, New Kent rd, Commission Agent | 

Cuatigh Court Pet Nov 30° Ord Dec 2 

Coors, Gonos, jun, Wheelock Heath, Seni, Black- 
smith Nantwich Pet pas oe Ord Dee 

Cavur, Atrrep Cuar.es, Birmi mn, Brace Caster Bir- 

ham ao — * ” 

ILLIAM RTHUR aneue ewport, on, 
Butcher Newport Pet Dec 4 Ord Dee 4 

Dicxrxson, Atsert Epwarp, pene, 
Leicester Pet Decl Ord Dec 

Favtas, Georce WILLIAM Waketiel, Accountant Wake- 

field Pet Nov 26 Ord Dec? 

G@isvs, Antraur, New Bri st, Insurance Clerk High 
Court Pet Nov13 Ord Dec 4 

Haw, Oxantns Henry, Strand High Court Pet Nov 4 

Or 

Hayxes, Joux Epwarp, Barrow in Furness Railway | 
Goods Clerk Ulverston Pet Dec3 Ord Dec3 

Heaton, Franx Rorsr, Blackpool, Grocer Preston Pet 
Dec3 Ord Dec3 


Horsey, Avsert, Bournemouth, Builder Poole Pet Oct 
2% Ord Dec3 


Hosros, Taomas Witi1am, Lenton, Nottingham, Butcher 
Nottingham Pet Dec3 Ord Dec3 
ors 5T'4 ‘ase, Chesterfield, Miller Chesterfield Pet 
ov 15 
Joss, Heyy, | Aberdare, Collier Aberdare 
Pet Dec4 Ord Dec 4 


Dexrt, 


Auctioneer 


| Mi.svry, 


Benet | 


| Laxs, Y Coal Merchant 

Ra Sane: Fe a 

_‘Looxtsn, are: Lisnelly, Draper Osrmarthen Pet 

MolIvor, F . Im; h Court 
remy eames, ee Haggerston, porters Hig’ 


OHS, Brixtoe hill, Bootmaker Wandsworth 
29 Ord Dec 2 


rd, Engineer High Court 
Sept 10 Ord Des” _ 
| Pas, pe | _Branoes, Wheelwright Swansea Pet 


| Panes, Sowa York, Railway Clerk York Pet Dec 8 
Peviey, Faeperick Wit West Hartlepool, Plumber 
R = * Bet Nov 90 “ord ae Devon, 
IDDAWAY, JOHN. 
Road Contractor Exeter y tt Ord Dee 4 
Rocxmay, Francesca — a School- 
mistress Ban) Pet Nov 4 Od be 
Rupotr, Sotomoy, , Provision Sale High Court 
8 ep W: iy | SE York, Butcher De 
exp, Jouw WILLIAM, or! ju w- 
f Pet Nov 8 | Ord Deo 
Suirn, ag ~ Commercial Traveller 
Bu Dec 3 oo Ord Dee Dec'3 
tuuim Hannon, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Dec 
Sreveys, Wiiuiam, Philleigh, Cornwall, F Truro 
T oa Des 1 Ord Des : salen a i 
‘uRnNeR, WALTER Gera i 
Ny a 1 
on Verrs, x, i Court 
Oct 7 ‘Ord Dec 2 : on 
Wesenorart, R H, Gt Winchester st High Court Pct 
Oct 5 Ord Dec 8 
‘Winstantey, James, Northwich, Grocer Nantwich Pet 
Dec 3 Ord Dec3 


| Worwsor, Samust, W: Y Coal Dealer Bradford 
Pet Dec 2 Ord Dea” — ; rm : 


Sraxe 
2 





BREAKFAST AND SUPPER 


THERE IS NOTHING TO EQUAL 


Prepared from Kola, Cocoa, Malt, and H It gives redeeng gee 2 
&S & consequence of greater nourishment. Sold. everywhere Princ yrs. | 
Mention this paper and ‘well for dainty sample tin 


9d. and is. 6d. tins. 
offered as free test of merit by 


. DR. TIBBLES’ VI-COCOA, Ltd., 60, 61, & 62, Bunhill Row, London, E.0. 








PROBATE VALUATIONS 
JEWELS AND SILVER PLATE, &. 





SPINK & SON, Go.tpsmrrzus Fae ro bene 17 awn 18, ) Oe vs 
GaacecuuRcH-sTREET, ConNHILL, LonpoN respectfully to announce they ACCURATELY 
arreaisz the above for the Lrcat PRorEsston ' or purncHags the sams for cash if desired. Estab- 


ished 1772. 


Under the patronage of H.M. The Queen and H.S.H. Prince Louis Battenberg, K.O.B. 


and at 1 anp 2, 





ESTABLISHED 1851. 


BIRKBECK BANK 
Southampton-buildings, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 


INVESTED FUNDS «- = - £8,000,000. 
Number of Accounts, 75,061. 
TWO-AND-A-HALF per CENT. INTEREST allowed 
0a DEPOSITS, repayable on demand. 
TWO per CENT. on CURRENT ACCOUNTS, on the 
wizimum monthly balances, when not drawn below £100. 
STOCKS, SHARES, and ANNUITIES purchased and 
wold for customers. “ 


SAVINGS DEPARTMENT. 
Se Deposits received, and Interest allowed monthly on 








tach 

The 

pest foes. ALMANACE, with full particulars, 
Telephone No. 65005. 


Telegraphic Address; “ BIRKBECK, LONDON.” 
FRANCIS RAVENSCROFT, Manager, 





THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 TO 1890. 


. i Te ee Oe 


Re ee a ee 
en 


49, sei LONDON, EO. (oor (corner 
eants’-inn). 





AUTHORITY. 





Sf eee 


” Selakdeiad eet Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & 60., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration 





MAPLE & CO 
FURNITURE 


OFFICES BOARD 8 
COMMITTEE ROOMS BANKS 
CONSULTING ROOMS 

















SPECIALITIES IN 











ROLL TOP TABLES 

BOOK CASES AND CABINETS 
WRITING CHAIRS EASY CHAIRS 
TURKEY CARPETS 

LINOLEUMS FOR CLERKS’ OFFICES 


LONDON & PARIS 
EPPS'S COCOA 


on “ Foops axp 

4 Ausanw nm yg KE F.R.5.E., ‘eo It 
ony en yy of regard for 
+ Gale 
































BRAND & 00'S 
SPECIALTIES 
For INVALIDS. 


ESSENCE OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, 
MEAT JUICE, &c., 


BRAND & Df 00. LID. MAYFAIR, W&M. , aed 
LONSDALE PRINTING WORKS, 


LONSDALE BUILDINGS, 27, CHANCERY LANE. 


ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 

PRINTERS and PUBLISHERS. 

= | BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, 
NEWSPAPERS & PERIODIOALS. 

And all General and Commercial Work. 
Every description of Printing—large or small. 


Printerr of THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL Newspaper. 


and 
sata et eT ian Publishing. 











petted Stamped and Filed. 
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SAVE ,00 TO 75 PER CENT. 


Direct from the Manuf: 


THE SAFE & DEED E BOX 


%9, TEMPLE 87. WOL 


“ Deeds, Wolverhampton.” 
lire" OF TECTHROOHALS. 


M 
Se rt Bone vt 
Dear Sir,— We are xes Ww! 
you recently su: us, oa now inclose cheque for 
6s. 6d.. "he. OO eaat of your account for same, which 
kindly wpew bpd and return in duecourse. We 
o recommend 


ON. 





your od om btanls whe eee 
com our who ma 
oquiee Deed Par ours faithfully, . 
Pootz & Rosrwson. 
From Mr. Groner uatane, oo House, Cosham, 
Feces ed i an aa 
Gentlemen,—The safe y “an am v 
mueh pleased with it; and if it is as you ire and 
urglar proof, I think it is marvellously cheap. 


inca and steel Fire and Bu Resisting, Un- 
™ Sikable. W Wedgeproof Cash an: and Jewellery Safe, 





naan measurem 
2 in, Fire resisting chambers fost tonne lock, duplicate keys. 
Fitted with Chubb’s ibe Look, 75 6d, each extra 
Wrought iron and steel Fire and emt Resisting, a 
pickable, Wedgeproof Book, Cash, and Jewellery Safe. 
Extra Srroxe. 

No High WideDeep £ s. d. 
B956. 24 by 17 by 17 in. 
B957. 26 by 18 by 17 in. 

B958. 28 by 19 by 19 in. 
. 80 by 20 by 20in. 
. 82 by 22 by 21 in 


25 by 24in, $10 26 
ith 1 drawer. 
+ With 2 drawers. 
adm Yo subtieg hembers 
in. Fire ing cham 
handles, throw bolts in front, 
top, and bottom of door, very 
best lever lock, duplicate ki 
Fitted with Chubb’s Lock, 
extra. 








8. 
Any size safe and strong-room doors quoted for on application, 


Fees 
fa 
xii 


Stock Size. 30 by 17 by 14 
No. B19. £6 108 Od. 


my es eas cay size 
~ SPECIAL LINES 1 1] BALLOT BOKES. 


All Kinds of Boxes made and ‘ Strong Rooms Fitted. 
not of money 





HGINIX FIRE OFFICE, 19, Lomparp- 
sTexet, and 57, Caanme-cross, Loxpox. 
Established 1782. 
Lowest Current Rates. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
Assured free of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 
W. C. Macpowa.p, 


} Joint 
F. B. Macpox aD, Secretaries. 


HE NATIONAL REVERSIONARY IN- 

VESTMENT CO., LIMITED. Founded 1967. 

REVERSIONARY INTERESTS (Absolute and Contin- 

gent), LIFE INTERESTS, UIFE POLICIES, snd 
ES Purchased. 


The Company pays all its own Costs of Purchase. 
Apply to Szonerary, 63, Old Broad-street, London, E.C. 


| EVERSIONARY and LIFE INTERESTS 
in LANDED = a i FUNDED PROPERTY or one 
y Yee a = 


ities PURCHASED, or Loans o 

the EQUITABLE RE- 

VERSIONARY erin pane poorer, es ae 10, 
caster-place, Waterloo 

is. Capital, £500,000. In on Loans may be capita- 
ized. 
orarron | Joint 
Secretaries. 





C. H. CLA 
F, H. CLAYTO 


Special Advantages to Private Insurers. 
THE IMPERIAL gysurnancg company 
tmutrep, FIRE. 
Established 1808. 
E.C., 22, Pall Mall, 8.W., and 47, 
lane, W.C. 





1, Old Broad 


Subscribed Sete, £1,200,000; Paid-up, £300,000. 
‘otal Funds over £1,500,000. 
7 COZENS 5 SMITH, General Manager. 
I IFE_ ASSURANCE POLICIES 
_4 WANTED for large sums on lives past forty-five. 
Considerably over surrender value given. 
Speedy settlements and highest references. 
Also Reversions and Life Interests purchased. 
T. ROBINSON, 
Insurance Broker, 85, High-street West, Sunderland. 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 


LIMITED 
(EsTaBLisHED 1829), 
Interests in and Personal 


terests and Life Policies, and 
Advance’ Money upon these Securities 

Paid-up Share and Debenture ital, feie.238. 
17, KING’S ARMS YARD, CO. STREET. 











TREATMENT OF (NEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOME, 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c., apply to 


BR. WEISH BRANTHWAITE, 
Medical Superintendent. 


Now ready, with Portrait, 8vo, 18s. 
LORD COCHRANE’S TRIAL BEFORE 
ELLENBOROUCH IN 1814. 


By.J. B. ATLAY. 
With a Preface by EDWARD owas LAW, | { 
Commander, Royal Navy. 


Lon don 
SMITH, ELDER, & CO., 15, Waterloo-place, 8.W, © 


a In large 8vo, handsome cloth, price 6s, 


AILWAY INJURIES: With ee 
Referee | to those of the Back and Nervous 


in their and Clinical 
in et etica Lap EC (Cantab), PECS. ¢ 
London : C. Guirri & Co., Lrv., Exeter-street, Strand. 


M2: CUTHBERT | al being F MA 
ot Christ Ghach, continues to PREPARE for all a 


Examinations by whee Eresing, or Post. 
Latest Successss.—Easter Easter Bar 1 
a fast to big By mg 
ort. '» sent up, 
aor fair, LL.B. Cambrldge gained by a pupil; Solicitors! 
fo dress, iu, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn, W.0. 


AW.—A Registrar, Country County Cow 
wishes to take janie Gee ~~ ara r= 


oa quest during his 














Examination, 1897. 


— 





Clerk and a in 


self, p beteg senstved 
with Lon on Agents.— — Address, ddress, Le x,, Boswo 


T'0 PARLIAMENTARY AGENTS AND» ; 


-E-6. Prestow & O04. E 





a 
cece a 


SOLICITORS. _will the Solicitor who 
Pf 


mmunicate 
mete 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


~ EGAL.—Shorthand Writing, Typewritix 
pepo t &c.—R. J. Hayxes, 8, Union-court, Ok Si 





R® C. W. EICHBAUM (Deceased). — 
letter or letters recently written by the E 
Solicitor to Hannah Coombs ‘eee deceased) ha 
mislaid, will the writer please communicate 
Mansa. Ricpy, Manchester, the Solicitor for her 





T PARIS.—For all kind # impo , 
nineties you may eg ships Agen 
Situations Wanted, 


&c., write to Tueventy & Co., 
des Petite-Champs, Paris. 


PEWRITING.—Legal Work, Specific 


&c., 1s. 34. thousand words; discount 
Gia oid vaverah Office, 12, Oliffor 





inn, 


as the most expert boo! 
vente. —Baxer’s Great De + oa 
street, Birmingham. 





TREATMENT of INEBRIETY and ABUSE of DRUGS. 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 
ST, MARGARET'S, TWICKENHAM, 
For Gentlemen under the Acts and privately. 


to 4 Guineas. 
Apply to Medical tendent, 
FP. MHEAD, M.B. (Camb.), M.B.C.S. (Eng.) 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant : CHAS. J. BOND, F.B.C.8. 
L.B.O.P. Lond. Principal: H. M. RILEY, Ana. Bos 
a ical Ref eotinoast patouee 

erences. 

y Miss RILEY, or the Principal. - 
Le cee 
M. W. EDGLEY, 40 & 41, Fleet-st. 

AMERICAN ROLL TOP DESKS. 

M. W. Edgley, 40 & 41, Fleet-st. 
AMERICAN ROLL TOP DESKS. 

M. W. Edgley, 40 & 41, Fleet-st, 
AMERICAN ROLL TOP DESKS. 

M. W. Bagley, ©. & 41, Fleet-st. 


Terms, 











W ANTED, Copies of “the “ We 

” No. 13 Vol. 44, dated Jan 
1896; 6d. copy will be paid for same at the 
Chancery lane. 





A Srarais AGRICULTURAL CO 

(vid Carlisle), situated in one of the finest 
instruction. caste faaminations of Surveyor ‘ 
tution. Preparation for colonies. Six farms, ¢ 


os J, SMITH HILL, B.A., B.8c., Principal: 
EDE AND SON, 


com Seb 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 
Ho mar Mofny th Tard Chanel nce ot 
ROBES FOR QUBEN’S COUNGEL AND BARRISTERS. 


reper GOWNS. 
ps cok te Clerks of the Peace, 
Corporation Robes, University and Clergy G 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LO DON. 











